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Ko. 1144, DATED StH SEPTBSrBER, 1859. 

From Agenij Governor- Ge^ieral, for Fajpooiatia, to Captain TF. R. Beynon, Assist- 
ant Agent, Governor-General, for Jiojpootana. 

Appointing him to the duty of enquiring into the question of dependenc)’’ 
of the Chief of Neemrana upon the Uhrur Durbar. 


Ko. DATED 17 th September, 1859. 

From Captain Beynon, Assistant Agent, Governor-General, Bajpootana, to Ofici- 
aiing Agent, Governor-General, Bajpootana. 

Eepobting haA’ing entered on the duty, in reply to Agent, Governor-Ge- 
neral’s, letter, dated Sth September, 1859. 


Dated 18th November, 1859. 

From Captain Beynon, Assistant Agent, Governor- General, Bajpootana, to Oxid- 
ating Agent, Governor-General, Bajirootana, 

Forwarding the result of his enquiries, in -which he advocates the cause 
of TJl-wm: on the following gi-oimds, viz . : — 

• j 

That Neemrana -^vas a possession | of the British Government in the year 
1803, when by a sninnud, of LordLahe'lit -n^as granted in prop\.-ipJ‘'*»^d^ht to the 


TJlvmr Chief, who in turn gifted it B 
jeet to a tribute payment of Bs. 8/ ^ 


Rajah Ghunder Ban iu 

annually. 

1 
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On the subsequent outlawry of Chunder Ban, in 1805, Uhviu- took posses- 
sion, and enjoyed Neeinrana till 1815. 

In 1815, tlirough the mediation of the then Resident, the Uhvur Durbar 
and Chunder Ban became reconciled — the former reinstating tlie latter in liis 
former estate by a pxdta, one of the provisions of ■which was that he should 
“continue obedient to the Ulwur Government.” 


In 1825, under the guarantee of the British Government, the Ulwur State 
was divided between two ruling minors, one of whom -was illegitimate. Reemrana 
was in the di'vision allotted to the illegitimate Prince, and which on his death revert- 
ed to the Ulwur Durhar. The claim of independence now put forward by Ueem- 
ranaisbasedon that arrangement, on the grounds that, as Neemrana was a gift of 
Ulumr, he could not have been a jhageerdaf of the deceased illegitimate Prince 
who held Ueemrana in possession; but, admitting that this was the case, the 
reversion of the estate would place it in exactly the same position as it occupied 
previous to tlie State division. 

Neemrana supports his claim by producing a number of complimentary let- 
ters received from Residents and Political xVgents, with a Anew of shewing that 
Reemrana, like all other Independent Cliiefs, had a Yakeol in attendance at Bri- 
tish Courts ; and by shewing that Ulwur Iiad on more than one occasion been 
requested to remove thannahs from Ueemrana. 

Captain Beynon replies that thei-e is nothing substantiative in the above ; 
that it has been, and is still, customary for potty Chiefs to have themselves re- 
presented at British Courts for the transactions of business ; and that, •with re- 
gard to the removal of ihamiahs, that such was done more out of regard to the 
Chiefs dignity than in consequence of his being considered an Independent 
Cliief, and obseiwes that the letters on the subject bear tliis out. 


He furtlier shews tliat there is not a single letter produced in support of in- 
dependence; that there is no sinnnid from the British Government ; and that the 
only document establishing his right to the estate is the Ulwur puUa^ in 
which appears the pro-viso required of all jhageerdars, viz., “obedience to the 
State.” 

Further, that the puUa did not grant in perpetuily — a fact which alone 
proves Ul-WTu’s power to resume ; that Major Hixon had expressed a like opinion 
in his report on the same subject, remarking that he had seen the original 


documents by which the territories Avere 
was men^ he mnniid, and that tin) 

an act of oiu oAyn Goyeri 


extiuguia 


made oA’-er to UIaauu*; that Neemrana 
s the independence of Heemrana Avas 
nent. 
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Captoin Beynon considers the case on the part of the Ulwur Durhar clearly 
established, and concludes by suggesting that the Neemrana Cliief s refractory 
conduct be visited by a fine of Rs. 2,000, and that he be required to show loyalty, 
&c., as a jhageerdar of the Ulwur Durbar, on pain of more severe punish- 
ment. 


1860 . 


No. DATED 17th AtJGUST, 1860. 

155 

From Officiating Agent^ Governor- General^ for Rajpootanaj to Secretary to Go- 
vernment of India. 

Submitting Captain Beynon’s report, dated 18th November, 1859, con- 
«iuTing in the various opinions advanced by that Officer, and putting the ques- 
tion in the following light, viz .: — 

Had Ulwur the original right to bestow Neemrana; and if so, mider what 
conditions was it conferred at the different periods ? The Agent, Governor-Ge- 
neral, considers that the documents produced prove conclusively that Ulwur had 
the right to grant, and that the grant was made on the conditions of dependency ; 
and remarks that the Resident of Delhi and Colonel Sutherland were of the 
same opinion when the case was heard dmring their incumbency. Concludes by 
stating that the claim of Ulwur to the fealty of Neemrana is fully proved, and 
by thanking Captain Beymon for lus clear and able report on the subject. 

■4 ' 


^ No. 4616, DATED 4th October, 1860. 

From Deputy Seciefary to Govemmeniof India, Foreign Department, to Officiating 
Agent, Gove) nor- Gene) al, for Rajpoot ana. 

Intimates the Governor-General’s concurrence in the views expressed in 
Agent, Governor-General’s, letter of 17th August, with the exception of the pro- 
posed fine of Rs. 2,000, which, in consideration of the doubt which has so long 
hung over the case, he considers should not be imposed. Conveys the Gover- 
nor-General’s expression of thanks to Captain Beynon for hi V^ry re- 
port. 1 '• * 
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No. 998, DATED 12 th Octobek, 1860 . 

From Officiating Agent^ Governor- General, liajpootana, io PolVkal Agent, XJlwur. 

Foewarding for Ms information and guidance copies of the con’espondence 
in the case, as also tlie originals of the papers received from Captain Beynon in 
the case. 


No. 1003, DATED 13th October, 1860. 

From Officiating Agent, Governor- Generd, Fajpootana, to Captain Beynon^ Assist- 
ant Agent, Govamor- General. 

Acquainting him of the decision of Government in the case. 


No. 67B., DATED 8th December, 1860. 

Froin Political Agent, Ulwiir, to Agent, Governor- General, Rajpootana. 

Intimating Ms intention to proceed personally to Neemrana, in the hope 
of settling the differance amicably. Asks how far his interference should be exer- 
cised in the event of the Neemrana Cheif openly opposing Ulwm*. 


No. 1249, DATED 20th December, 1860. 

From Agent, Governor- General, Rajpootana, to Political Agent, JJlvntr. 

Eeplying to Ms letter dated 8th December, stating that he purposes visit- 
ing Ulwur soon, when he will discuss the matter personally. 


1861 . 


No. 122, DATED IOth January, 1861. 

From Under-Secretary to Government of India, Foreign Department, to Agent, 

Governor- General, Rajpootana. 

REWARDING copy of a petition addressed to Government by the Neemrana 
Chief, aiW, reference thereto, requesting that the petitioner he informed that 
the deci|^ j^vernment, as communicated in letter dated 4tli October last, 
is final.* 
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Ko. 8A.J DATED IGth March, 1861.' 

From Toliiical Agent , TJboiir, to Agent, Governor- General, Bag pooiana. 

EepoRTIHG tliafcliis visit to Eeemrana, for the purpose intimated in his let- 
ter of the 8th December, 1860, has failed of success, and that the Neemrana 
Chief distinctly refuses to be subject to Ulwur. 

Forwarding copies of correspondence between Political Agent and the 
Feemrana Chief, shewing the utter callousness of tlie latter to the imgent and re- 
peated appeals of both tlie Ulwur Durbar and the Political Agent to yield to the 
decision of the Supreme Government, and avert strife and bloodshed; and his 
obstinate determination to oppose every measure proposed for the adjustment of 
his terms of allegiance. Concluding by stating that tlie Dlwur Dm'bar has, as 
a final remonstrance, warned the Cliief tliat, unless he complies with final sum- 
mons and comes to Dlwur, that the march of a military force against him will 
(be no longer delayed. 


No. -£‘, DATED 28Tn March, 1861. 

01 

From Agent, Governor- General, Rajpootana, to Deputy Secretary to Government 

of India, Foreign Department. 

Forwardihg copy of Political Agent of Ulwin’s letter No. 8A., dated IGth 
JIarch, and enclosure. After adverting to the conciliatory spirit shewn by the 
Dlwur Council, and the obstinate contumacy of the Neemrana Chief, states that, 
in order to uphold its own dignity, Dlwur has now no oilier course but to bring 
the Neemrana Chief to subjection by force of arms. Asking whether, in the 
event of Dlwur troops failing to coerce the rebel, he is authorised to call in 
the aid of British forces, as an extreme and last measure. 


No. lOA., dated 5th Ai'RIl, 1861. 

From Political Agent, Ulwur, to Agent, Governor- General, Rajpootana. 

Reportikg that, the Neemrana Chief having disregarded the final attempt 
at negociation, the Dlwur force proceeded against him, and succeeded without 
bloodshed in taking possession of Neemrana. Testifying to tlie temperate 
manner in which the occupation was effected — tlie family of the J^ief, who had 
previously gone to Calcutta to appeal to the Governor-Genera '"5’ *^’*j^en treated 

witli every consideration by Dlwur. {Stating tliat the ea ^ pn fnn- 


o 
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fiscated temporarily by Uhvirr, tlie revenues being held in trust, to be restored 
^Yitb the estate to tbe Chief, when he consents to yield to the authorily of Ins 
ruler. 


No. DATED April, 1861. 

76 

From Agent, Governor-General, Eajpootana, to Secretary to Government of India, 

Foreign Department, 

Forwarding copy of Political Agent of TJlwur’s letter dated 5th April, 
1861, and suggesting that the Political Agent be requested to convey to the Ul- 
vrar Durbar our approval of their proceedings regarding the temporary occupa- 
tion of Neemrana. 

No. 1911, dated 19th April, 1861. 

From Undei'-Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department, to 
Agent, Governor- General, Rajpooiana. 

204 

Eeplying to Agent, Governor-General’s, letter dated 28th March, 1861, 

• and concurring that there is now no other comrse open to Ulwin but force of 
arms. Objecting to Agent, Governor-General’s, calling in the aid of British 
forces, until he has applied for and received distinct instructions on any neces- 
sity which may arise. 


No. 2166, DATED 30th April, 1861. 

From Under- Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department, to 
Agent, Governor- General, Rajpooiana. 

241 

Replying to Agent, Governor-General’s, letter dated 10th April, 1866, 
and calling on him to take measures to adjust the exact terms on wliicli the 
relations of Neemrana to TJlwur shall be established, reporting to Govern- 
ment for confirmation. 


No. 312, DATED 11th May, 1861. 

From Agent, Governor-General, Rajpootana, to Political Agent, Uhour. 

FoRWAj?;tjNG copy of Government letter 2166, dated 30th April, 1861, 
and requ^"’’^ ""jx furnished with the yiews of the XJlwnr Regency Council 
on the siK 
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No. 14A.J DATED 30th SIATj 1861. 

From Political Agent, TJliour, to Agent, Governor- General, Eajpooiana. 

' Peomising tlie information called for in Agents Governor-General’s, letter 
312, dated lltli instant, as soon as tlie Ulwur Council’s reply is received ; and 
stating tliat, owing to the Neemrana Chiefs absence at Calcutta, and of his 
having from the first refused to treat witli Ulwur except on terms of equality, 
the Ulwur Council has held back from defining any terms of liis dependency, 
considering that the first step in his visiting Ulwur, in token of Ins obedience, 
should be made by the Neemrana Chief. 

Remarking that, though he believes tlie Durbar are not disposed to be hard 
with him, they object to receive on equality a Oliief who has defied their supre- 
macy so long, and who the British Government have decided is a jhageerdar 
of Ulwur. Also stating that he has refiised to communicate with the Neem- 
rana Chief until he shows a batter disposition, and manifests a spirit of obedience 
to Uhvur. 


No. rrr DATED 29TH MaT, 1861. 

From Agent, Governor-General, Bajpooiana, to Under-Secreiarg to Government 

of India, Foreign Department. 

Foewabding for orders copy of Ulwur Political Agent’s letter 14A., dated 
20th May, and expressing his full concurrence in the policy advocated by the 
Political Agent. 


No. 3305, dated 24th June, 1861. 

From Officiating Secretarg to Government of India, Foreign Department, to Agent, 

Governor- General, Bajpooiana. 

PoBWABDiNG Copy of a letter fi’om the Government of India to the address 
of the Chief of Neemrana, declining to comply with that Chiefs request for a 
.personal interview with the Secretary to tlie Government of In.dl'x for the 
purpose of presenting a memorial ; and informing the Chief they be im^tion 
submitted in the proper form will be received, and a reph^. • 
the channel of the Agent, Governor-Gfeneral, for Eajpootana. 
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1^0. 3640, DATJED 6th July, 1861. 

From Officiating Secretary to Government of India, Foreign Department, to Agent, 

Governor- General, Fajpootana. • 

Forwabding, in continuation of letter dated the 24th ultimo, copy of a 
Gorernment letter addressed to the Neemrana Chief, informing him, in reply to 
his request, that the Governor- General declines to hear him by Council, andtliat 
the Governor-General’s Agent for Eajpootana is the channel through which all 
replies on matters adduced will be made known to him ; and informing liim that 
copies of all the papers connected witli the case will he furnished to liim on his 
applying for them to the Agent, Governor- General, for Eajpootana. 

Dated 4th July, 1861. 

From Chief of Neemrana, to Agent, Governor -General, Dajpootana. 

With reference to Government letter to his address dated 24th June, 
1861, requesting that all communications' for him may be addressed to Calcutta. 

No. DATED 9th July, 1861. 

From Chief of Neemrana, to Agent, Governor- General, Eajpootana. 

Asking to he furnished with a copy of the decision of Government in his 
case, and of all the reports, &c., on which that decision may have been founded. 


No, 671, DATED 1st August, 1861. 

From Agent, Governor- General, Eajpootana, to the Neemrana Chief. 

Forwarding copies of Major Eden’s reports to Government, and their en- 
closures, regarding the Uhvur and Neemrana case. 


Dated 14th August, 1861. 

From Chief of Neemrana, to Agent, Governor- General, Eajpootana. 

Acknowledging the receipt of Agent, Governor-General’s, letter dated 1st 
August, and its enclosures. 

No. 52A., dated 21st October, 1861. 

'.al Agent, Uhour, to Agent, Governor-General, Eajpootana. 

J the terms on which the Neemrana relations towards Ul'Wiur are 
established by the Ulwur Eegency Council : — 
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Isi , — To furnisli 20 jhageerdar horse — the full number required by Ulwur 
custom being 48. 

2nd , — ^All Custom and transit dues, with the exception of the Dhoolooraie 
Tax, to be paid to Ulwm’. 

Brd , — Cml and Criminal administration of Neemrana to be under UlYrar. 

4:l/i,—Oa stated festivals, the officials of Neemrana to present the customary 
nuzzurs to the officials of Ulwm'. 

^lli , — Ulwur to have a tlmnnali in Neemrana. 

Bill , — Neemrana to furnish Uhvur with the customary supplies. 

7. Neemrana, on visiting Ulwur, to be received with the respect paid to the 
highest jhageerdars of the State. The Maha Rao Rajah will receive him at 
the Dm’bar standing, and will reserve a seat for him — the first place to the left 
hand, and to the right of all the immediate relations of the Maha Rao Rajah. 


No. DATED 31st October, 1861. 

'Fmn Agent ^ Governor- General^ Eajpootana^ to Secretary to Government of India^ 

Foreign Department, 

Fobwaedikg copy of Ulwur Political Agent’s letter No. 52A., dated 21st 
October, 1861, and remarking that the Durbar’s terms are as fair as could be 
expected, considering the length of time the Neemrana Chief has obstinately 
repudiated his Chiefs supremacy, and that he has only been brought to a sense 
of duty by force of arras and the interference of the Supreme Government ; and 
observing that, should he accept these terms, it is to be hoped that, on his shewing 
a more proper spirit of dependence and more becoming fealty, the Durbar may 
hereafter restore him to the honors originally accorded ; and suggesting tliat the 
Political Agent of Ulumr be instructed to bear tliis point in view. 


Dated 1st Noveiubeb, 1861. 

From Chief of Neemrana^ to the Governor-General of India 

Forwarding a memorial, dated 1st November, 1861, ^^'^ainst 

Captain Beynon’s decision in liis case. 

3 
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No. 68j DATED 22 nd October, iSfil. 

From Officiating Secretary to Government oj India^ Foreign Department^ to Agent ^ 

Governor- General^ Rajpootana. 

Forwarding copy of a despatch received from the Secretary of State for 
Lidia, concurring in the measures adopted in the Neemrana case, and requesting 
to he informed of the terms of adjustment which may be fixed upon between 
XJlwur and Neemrana. 

No. 199, DATED 18th Decejiber, 1861. 

From Officiating Secretary to Government of India, Foreign Department, to Agent ^ 

Governor- General, Rajpootana. 

Forwarding Neemrana Chiefs memorial to Governor-General in Council, 
dated 1st November, 1861, and requesting that a full report be made upon it, 
for the information of Government. 


ises. 

~-o— 

No. I® P., DATED 1st February, 1862. 

From Agent, Governor-General, Rajpootana, to Secretary to Government of India, 

■Foreign Department. 

Neporting seriatim on the Neemrana Cliief s memorials dated 1st Novem- 
ber, 1861, and concurring in every way in the conclusions drawn by Major 
Eden and Captain Beynon in favor of Ulwur. Objecting to the memo- 
rialist’s request to have the question decided by the Chiefs of Kajpootana in Dur- 
bar, on the grounds that it would not only be impolitic — seeing tliat it has 
already received the final orders of the paramount power — but that a decision 
arrived at in the manner proposed would be prejudiced and unsatisfaetoiy. 


No. 326, dated 4th April, 1862. 

From Secretary to Government of India, Foreign Department, to Agent, Governor- 

General, Rajpootana. 

BEPLYiNGto Agent, Governor-General’s, letter No. dated 1st February, 
1862, and^‘’^.timating that the Governor-General in Council sees no reason for 
re-open.^^;^j3^‘i;jsy in any form, or before any tribunal ; and directing that the 
order^ jjnent passed on his memorial may be communicated to the 

N eemra^ - fhat on his return to his country another attempt may be 
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made to induce the Ulumr Durbar to come to reasonable terms of accommoda- 
tion -with the Neemi’ana Chief. 


No. 429, DATED 5th Mat, 1862. 

From Undersecretary to Government of India, Foreign Department, to Agent, 

Governor- General, Rajpootana. 

Forwabding for Ins information another memorial, dated 5th April, 
1862, received from tlie Neemrana Chief, in the Ulwur and Neemrana case; 
and requesting that the final orders of Government passed on his memorial, 
dated 1st November, 1861, be communicated to the memorialist. 


No. DATED 21st Mat, 1862. 

From Agent, Governor- General, "Rajpootana, to Tinier- Secretary to Government of 

India, Foreign Department. 

Ebpoeting tliat the orders of Government passed on the Chief of Neemrana’s 
memorial 'dated 1st November, 1861, have been communicated to tlie Chief of 
Neemrana, as requested. 


No. 549, DATED llTH JUNE, 1862. 

Froni Officiating Tinder- Secretary to Government of India, Foreign Department, to 
Agent, Governor-General, Rajpootana, 

Eequesting, -with reference to another petition, dated 29th’ May, 1862, re- 
ceived from the Chief of Neemrana, that the Chief be informed that any state- 
ment he may wish to make to the Secretary of State for India will be duly for- 
warded ; but that tlie Government of India decline to re-open the case, already 
finally settled. 


No. 726, DATED 8th Adgdst, 1862. 

From Secretary to Government of India, Foreign Department, to Agent, Governor- 

General, Rajpootana, 


Forwarding' copy of a despatch, dated 30th Jrme, 1862, from the Secretary 
of State for India, api>roving of the decision arrived at in the r ‘^^'^^^^ming 
the dependency of Neemrana on Ulwur, and hoping that an eqi^‘^^ ^ ^^^^Ynent 
of future relations will be speedily accomplished. 
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No. 1212, DATED 30th Degembee, 1862. 

From Under- Secretary to Government of India, Foreign Department, to Agent, 

Governor-General, Rdjpooiana. 

Fob'WAEding a memorial and enclosm'e addressed to Her Majesty tlie Queen 
by tbe Chief of Neenmana, and requesting that the same he returned to the 
memorialist, — acquainting him, at the same time, -with the decision of the Se- 
cretarj’- of State for India, as intimated in letter No. 7 26, dated 8th August last. 


1S63. 


0 — 

No. H P., DATED 8th Januaby, 1863. 

From Agent, Governor- General, Rajpoolana, to Under- Secretary to the Govern- 
ment of India. 

Repobtihg, in reply to Under-Secretary’s letter No. 1212, dated 30th 
December, 1862, that the decision of the Secretary of State for India has been 
made kno-\vn to the Neemrana Chief ; remarking, with regard to the adjustment 
of future relations, that so long as Neemrana persists in the view that he is inde- 
pendent, and refuses to treat, it is not likely that he will listen to proposals 
which are based on his allegiance to Ulwur ; and suggesting that any communica- 
tions which the Neemrana Chief may in future send to Government direct may 
be returned to him, with the injunction to return to his estate, and to address 
himself to the Agent, Governor-General, for Kajpootana. 


Memo, dated 9th Jandaby, 1863. ’ 

From Under- Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department, to Agent, 

Governor-General, Rajpootana. 

Peqhestikg that the Chief of Neemrana be informed that his request for a 
private inteiwiew with the Governor-General before leaving Calcutta cannot be 
complied with. 


No. 97, DATED 4th Febbuaey, 1863, 

FmAr,}t2i:nt, Governor-General, Rajpootana, to Political Agent, Ulmir. 

"i f 

(y l^tNG copy of Under-Secretary’s Memorandum dated 9th January, 

1863yiv ,aiunication to the Chief of Neemrana. 
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No. 151, DATED 4th Febkdary, 1863. 

> From Assistant Secretary to Government of India, Foreign Department, to 
Agent, Governor-General, Rajpootana. 

Eeplyihg to Agent, Governor-Generars, letter No. ?-*, dated 8tli January, 
1863, and stating tBat if, as reported, the Neemrana Chief has gone to Muttra, 
there may he no difficulty in inducing liim to attend on the Agent, Governor- 
General’s, Camp. That he should he informed that the question of his allegi- 
ance to TJIwur has been finally settled ; but that, as regards his feudal relations, 
the conditions of tenure, &e., will he settled on the basis of the Ulmtr Eegency 
Council’s note, dated 21st October, 1861, and that it will be open to him to offer 
any remarks upon details of feudal service, provided they are sent in for 
consideration witliin six Aveeks from the receipt of a copy of the Regency 
Council’s note ; otherwise tlio proposed conditions of Ulwur will be recognized 
without waiting fnrtlier. 


No. 178, DATED 21st Februaky, 1863. 

From Agent, Governor-General, Rajpootana, to the Political Agent, Ulrvur. 

Forwarding, for observations, copy of Government letter No. 151, dated 
4tli instant. 


No. 32, DATED 24th ‘February, 1863. 

From Under- Secretary to Government of India, Foreign Department, to Agent, 

Governor-General, Rajpootana. 

Forwarding original memorial and letter, dated 4th February, 1863, ffoni 
the Chief of Neemrana, submitting for reconsideration certain points on the 
subject of his memorial to the Queen regarding liis feudal relations to Ulwur, 
and requesting that they be returned to the memorialist, with an intimation that 
no papers will be received from him except tlirough the Agent, Governor-Ge- 
neral, Eajpootna. 


No. 254, DATED 7th hlARCH, 1863. 

From Agent, Governor -General, Rajpootana, to Political AgentyffUmr. 

Complying with Under-Secretary’s letter No. 32, dateday be in\uary, 
1863. * 


4 
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Dated 13th Atril, 1863. 

From Chief of Ncemrana, to Agent, Governor- General, PMjpootana, 

With reference to Agent, GoYernor-General’s, letter No. 251, dated 7tli 
M arch, 1863, and enclosure, received througli Political Agent of Uhvur, — for- 
■\vardsa letter (particulars not given) for favor of ti’ansmission to the Viceroy and 
Governor-General of India. 


No. i?* P., DATED 22kd April, 1863. 

From Agent, Governor-General, Rajpootana, to Secretary to Government of In- 
dia, Foreign Department. 

Tbahsiiitting Neemrana Chiefs letter dated 13th April to the address of 
the Viceroy and Governor- General of Inilia. 


No. 241, DATED 11th JIay, 1863. 

From Secretary to Government of India, Foreign Department, to Agent, Governor- 

General, Rajpootana. 

Beturys Neemrana Chief’s letter dated 13th April, 1863, received with ' 
Agent, Governor-General’s, dated 22nd idem. Eeferring to Government letter 
No. 151, dated 4th February last, asks whether, within the time therein spe- 
cified, any reply has been received from the Neemrana Chief ; and ^Yhy such 
was not quoted when ti-ansmitting the Chief’s letter nowrotumed rejected. 


No. 561, DATED 23rd HIay, 1863. 

From Agent, Goveimoi'- Getieral, Rajpootana, to Political Agent, TJlimir. 

Forwarding for report a copy of Government letter No. 241, dated 
11th instant. 


No. 34A., DATED 2nd June, 1863. 

From Political Agent, Ulwur, to Agent, Governor- General, Rajpootana. 

Stating, in reply to Agent, Governor-General’s, letter No. 561, dated 
23rd May, that he received charge of the Uhnir Agency in the month of 
March the Government letter dated 4th Februaiy had been received 

at ■^‘ pfching ajDpears to have been done regarding it, and that the 

Cliief\^ ‘-•'a had not been made acquainted lyith its contents. 
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Eeporting that the Cliief has now been furnishecl with the necessary papers, 
and informed that liis remarks or objections must be submitted within six 
weeks. 


No. 919, DATED 10th AtJgdst, 1863. 

From Agenf, Governor- General^ Itajpoofa7i(c, to Political Agent^ Uhour. 

The period of six weeks, referred to in Political Agent’s letter No, 34rA., 
dated 2nd Jime last, having expired, enquires whether any remarks or objec- 
tions have been raised by the Neemrana Chief. 


No, 50 A. 5 dated 13th Attghst, 1863, 

From Political Agent^ Uluiur^ to Agent^ Governor- General.^ Bajpootana, 
Forwarding -a copy of the Chief of Neomrana’s reply to the TJlwur Council 
of Eegency’s note dated 6th July, 1861, containing terms of allegiance, in 
■which he refers for his answer to the Durbar’s propositions to his appeal dated 
13th April, 1863 ; adding, as a supplement to that a 2 )peal, tire following two pro- 
positions, vis . ; — 

1st, That he pay a pro-rata tribute to Dlwur, in lieu of the claims she 
advances, which he considers insulting. That, as regards reconciliation, he will 
never oiqiose it, so long as it can be effected without dishonor. 

2nd, That, in tlie event of his appeal being set at naught, he be permitted 
to abdicate in favor of his brother, whom he will ask to hold Neemrana under 
such a jhageerdary tenure as the Government may choose to stipulate ; and 
then goes on to explain his views of each of the two articles. 


No. 979, DATED 21st August, 1863. 

From Agent, Governor- General, Bajpootana, to Secretary to Governmeyit of Lidia, 

Foreign Department. 

Forwarding copy of Political Agent of Dlwur’s letter No. 34A., dated 2nd 
June, explaining the cause of the delay which has taken place in replying to 
Government letter of the 11th May last, No. 241. 

Promising to furnish the Neemrana Chiefs remarks and oh'‘‘^^^^6 to the 
terms proposed by the Ulwur Regency as soon as the latter’s ^“'Veto, 

which has been applied for, is received. 
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No. 72A., DATED 21st October, 1863. 

From Political Agent, Ulwur, to Agent, Governor- General, Rajpoot ana. 

Keplting tliat tlie Council of Regency had omitted to send their rejoinder 
to the Neemrana Chiefs remarks and objections before the Council Avas abolislied. 

That the Ulwur Cliief has now been asked for his oAvn views in the matter, 
which will he submitted when received. 

I 

No. S3A., DATED 22nd December, 1863. 

From Political Agent, Ulwur, to Agent, Governor'- General, Rajpootana. 

Forwarding copy of a note receh^ed from the Ulwur Durbar in reply to the 
Chief of Neemrana’s remarks and objections as to tlie terms of allegiance. 

The Durbar adheres to the terms proposed by the Council of "Regency in 
July, 1861, and repeats that the Malia Rao Rajah of Ulwur is willing to receive 
the Neemrana Chief on the same terms as he does other jhageerdars of equal 
rank. 

1 Q S *4: . 

No. 1!? P., DATED 5th February, 1864. 

8 

From Agent, Governor- General, Rajpooiana, to Secretary to Government of 

India, Foreign, Pepartment. 

Forwarding copy of the correspondence, with tlie Neemrana Cliief s objec- 
tions and remarks to the terms proposed by the Council of Regency. 

Reviews past correspondence, drawing attention to the obstinate resistance 
with Avhich the Chief of Neemrana has from first to last opposed the advice and 
remonstrances of the Supremo Goveniment and of his oum ruler, and, on the 
other hand, to the forbearing and conciliatory manner displayed by Ulwur ; and 
concludes byremarking that there vras no otlier course open but to recommend that 
the Regency Council’s note dated 6th July, 1861, be finally accepted as the 
exact terms of relationship, leaving it optional for tlie Chief to abdicate in favor of 
his broji^ijjYjj^nt, in either case, the Neemrana jhageerdar must return to his es- 
tate, ^-"^'^'^'-j^'espeets to his Cliief within one year, failing which, confiscation 
of thKy^ ‘fl follow. 
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No. 279, DATED 10 th March, 1864. 

From Secretary to Government of India, Foreign Department, to Agent, 
Governor- General, Bajpooiana. 

Sanctioning the proposals made in Agent, Governor-General’s, letter 
No. P., dated 5tli February, 1864, and directing that they be carried out. 

No. 354, DATED 17th hlAECH, 1864. 

From Agent, Governor- General, Rajpootana, to Political Agent, Ulwur, 

Forwarding copy of Government letter No. 279, dated lOtli March, 
1864, for communication to the Neemrana Cliief and the Maha Rao Rajah of 
Ulwur. 


Dated 15th April, 1864. 

From Chief of Feemrana, to Agent, Governor-General, Bajpooiana. 
Forwarding a congratulatory letter to Colonel Elliot on his being ap- 
Dated 15th April, pointed Agent, Governor-General, for Rajpootana; at the 
same time submitted a memorial* for submission to Govern- 
ment, regarding his dependency on Ulwur. 


No. 476, dated 12th September, 1864. 

From Secretary to Government of Lidia, Foreign Department, to Agent, Govemor- 
• Genei'al, Rajpootana. 

Forwarding copy of a despatch — ^No. 44, dated 30th July, 1864 — from 
the Secretary of State for India, requesting a reconsideration of the decision 
arrived at in the Neemrana case, on the grounds that he considers it a hard 
measure to reduce Neemrana to the condition of an ordinary jhageer, as not 
being consistent with that Cliiefs former position, — ^remarking that, if the 
statements of the Neemrana Chief as regards his former standing are correct, 
it should not be expected that he would now submit willingly to become a 
mere retainer of the Durbar. 


No. 1401, DATED 23rd September, 1864. 

From Agent, Govemoi'- General, Rajpootana, to Political 
Acquainting him of the Secretary of State’s despatcl’^‘'’'^ ^ ^d 30th 
July, and that a further report in the Neemrana case has bob .^ov by the 
Supreme Government ; and requesting liim to instruct the Ui,_ ^,-^urbar that, 
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pending the issue of furtlier orders, the case is to be considered as still under 
consideration, and that no present action is to be taken in the matter. 


ises. 

Dated 6th March, 1865. 

From Chief oj Neemrana, to Agentf Governor- General, Eajpootana. 

Forwarding another memorial, drawing attention to his former one, 
dated 15th April, 1864, and requesting that it be submitted to Government. 


Dated 1st March, 1865. 

From Ffcemrana Chief's Mother, to Agent, Governor- General, liajpootana. 

Presenting a petition to Agent, Governor-General, Eajpootana, regard- 
ing her son’s distresses, &c. 

Eo. 427, dated 19th May, 1865. 

From Secretary to Government of India, Foreign Bepartmait, to Agent, 
Governor- General, Eajpootana. 

Forwarding for information a copy of the Neomrana Chief’s petition to 
Government dated 6th March, 1865, witli a copy of the orders of Government 
passed thereon, in which the Memorialist is informed that his case is under 
reconsideration, and advised, with a \’iew to an early adjustment, to go to the 
Agent, Governor-General, for Eajpootana, and prosecute his case, as his absence 
from Eajpootana is only standing in his way. 

Dated 1st July, 1865. 

From Chief of JSfeemrana, to Agent, Governor'- General, Eajpootana. 

W iT^.eference to a communication received from the Foreign Office, 
informin^SMi^^'i'iat his case is under reconsideration, and requesting him to 
proceed^"’ ' jJi'aa and prosecute his case, — states that he prefers remaining 
where Iicts^ _.-'asks whetlier the Government would sanction his pecuniary 
expenses he* efraved from the EfiRmru-na mvonunR hold i-n trnst. bv TTlTrar. 
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No. 572, DATED 5th July, 1865 ; and No. 772, dated 5th 
September, 1865. 

From Secretary to Government of Indm^ Foreign Department^ to Agent, Governor- 

General, Rajpoolana. 

Calling for a reply to Government letter No. 476, dated 12th September, 

1864. 


No. '11^ P., DATED 16th September, 1865. 

From Agent, Gtvernor- General, Itnpiootana, to Secretary to Government of India, 

Foreign Department. 

Informing- liim, in reply to letters dated 5th July and 5th September last, 
that he is in communication -with the Ulwur Dm'bar on the subject, and will 
report as soon as practicable; stating there is but little hope of securing the ob- 
jects aimed at by the Secretary of State for India. 

No. 928, dated 6th NomraER, 1865. 

From Secretary to Government of India, Foreign Department , to Agent, Governor- 

General, Rajnootana. 

Drawing attention again to Government letter No. 476, dated 12th Sep- 
tember, 1864. I . 


No. ^DATED 15tH NoVEmER, 1865. 

From Chief of Neemrana, to Agent, Governor-General, Ftajpootana. 

Forwarding, for transmission to Government, a letter dated 23rd Septem- 
ber, 1865, asking orders in liis case, and requesting an advance of money from 
his revenues in the Ulwur Durbar’s hands, to enable him to proceed to Eajpoo- 
tana, to prosecute his case. 


No. 1794, DATED 12th December, 1865. 

From Agent, Governor-General , Rogpootana, to Secretary to Government of India, 

Foreign Department. 

Submitting for consideration the following modified co^^j^ions with 

regard to the Ulwur and Neemrana relations : — ^ 

° /lay be in\ 

Isi, — Neemrana, in lieu of furnishing contingent horsemei. yji, 1,000 

annually to the Ulwur Dimbar. ^ 
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2nd, Neomrana being a part of Ulwur, Customg to be levied on tbe border 

of tbe State only : no separate Oustoms to be established. All Customs and 
dues to be collected and received by Uhvur. 

gj^d , — Civil and Criminal jurisdiction over Neemrana subjects -within Neem- 
rana to be vested in the Neemi-ana Chief; but sentences of transportation for 
life and capital punishments to be confirmed by Ulwur. 

4tli, — Boundary disputes to be settled at once by punchayet, but if neces- 
sary by a British Officer. 

5tli, — In the case of succession in either the Uhvur State or the Ueemrana 
Chiefship, the latter pay to the fonner a nuzzurana of one-fourth of annual 
rental. 

6i/i, — Zemindars of Neemrana not to be required to pay mizzurs to Ul-wur 
officials. 

7^7j, —U l-wur to have no ihannaJi in Neemrana, but the latter to maintain 
a Vakeel at the Uhvur Durbar. 

— No supplies or other demands to be required by Ul-wur from Neem- 

rana. 

Qili, — That Neemrana be neither compelled to pay -visits to, or receive visits 
from, the Ulwur Cliief, 

Suggesting that it would be better to leave all points of etiquette and 
ceremony to be adjusted hereafter, when the present ill-feeling has died out ; 
and stating that these conditions have not yet been submitted to either Ulwur 
or Neemrana, pending the receipt of tlie orders of Grovemment on the subject. 


isee. 

No. 118, DATED 8th Februahv, 1866. 

From Secretary to Government of India, Foreign Department, to Agent, Govemen'- 

General, Raipootana. 

;5!e to Agent, Governor-General’s letter dated 12th December, 
1865, '.-’/ates that the Neemrana Chief has consented to wait on the 

Agent, Go'l^ ''.'-General, for an adjustment of his case, pro-vided he receives 
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out of his undra-wii revenues money to defray his expenses ; and requests that 
Es. 10,000 or Es. 12,000 be sent from that fund for the purpose. 

No. 313, DATED 24th Maech, 1866. 

From Secretary to Government of India, Foreign Department, to Agent, Governor- 

Genei'al, Rajpootana. 

With reference to a memorial received from the Chief of Neemrana, pray- 
ing to he allowed to accompany the Governor-General to Simla, on the grounds 
that His Excellency’s absence from Calcutta will impede the settlement of his 
case, and asking for an advance of money from the Government Treasury ; 
also soliciting a private interview with the Governor-General, — forwards copy 
of Government Eesolutiou, ruling that his requests cannot be granted. 

No. 494A., DATED 9th ApEECi, 1866. 

From Agent, Governor- General, Rajpootana, to Captabi W. H. Beynon, Political 

Agent, Jeypore. 

Takihs advantage of the proximily of tlie Eajah of Ulwur’s Camp to 
Jeypore, and Captain Beynon’s conversance with the particulars of the Neem- 
rana dispute, requests him to proceed to that Chiefs camp and endeavour to 
bring the matter to an amicable conclusion. 

States that he has telegraphed to Calcutta, with a view to the Neemrana 
Cliief being sent to Jeypore without delay, and the PoliticalAgent being advised 
of the probable date of his arrival ; and that the Eajah of Ulwur has been 
requested to communicate the exact route he proposes, and the dates. 

After reviewing the, whole case, concludes by recommending firmness and 
a close adherence to the terms proposed in Agent, Governor-General’s, letter No. 
1794, dated 12th December, 1865, xmtil it should become kno^vn the terms each 
are prepared to accept, when perhaps a few judicious modifications might be 
introduced, with a view to the settlement of the case. 


No. 376, DATED 23ed Apeil, 1866. 

From Secretary to Government of India, Foreign Bepartment, to Agent, Governor- 

General, Rajpootana, ^uar>. 

Stating that, on the receipt of the Agent, Governor- Gr^^J ^^'Ngram 
advising the remittance of Es. 12,000 for the Neemrana Ohie. \ . yJi was 

6 
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advanced to the Chief by Government, on the promise that he would proceed 
forthwith to Eajpootana. Encloses copy of the Heemrana Chiefs reply, dated 
14th April, promising to start in seven days’ time after receiving the 
Ks. 12,000. 

No. 970, DATED 2oth July, 1866. 

From Agent^ Governor-General, Rnjpooiana, to Political Agent, Jeypore. 

Calling for a report of the result of his interxdew with the Maha Eao Ra- 
jah of Ulwur, regarding the adjustment of tlie Ulvmr and Neemrana dispute. 


No. 121G., DATED 20Tn August, 1866. 

From Political Agent, Jcgpm'e, to Agent, Governor-General, Rajpootana. 

Reporting the unsuccessful result of his interview with the Maha Rao- 
Rajah of Ulwur in the Neemrana and Ulwur case. 

States that he met the Ulwur Chief on the 29 th May, and received a cor- 
dial reception from him. That, after reviewing the whole case, he explained 
to liim that, though the case had already been settled by the Indian Govern- 
ment, Her Majesty’s Secretary of State for India considered the terms of 
adjustment hard, and had requested a modification ; and that, in pimsuanee 
thereof, the Agent, Governor- General, for Eajpootana, had, after a careful 
consideration of the whole case, drawn up a set of modified conditions ; that 
these had been approved by Government, and that tlie Neemrana Chief had 
been directed to wait upon Political Agent, with a view to a final adjustment. 
That the Ulwur Chief, on hearing the terms, as projiosed in Agent, Governor- 
General’s, letter No. 1794, dated 12th December, 1865, read, remarked that 
he had never opposed the wishes of the Supreme Government, that he was 
anxious to settle the dispute, and that it was only ’the Neemrana Chiefs 
stubbornness and contumacy that stood in the way of a reconciliation ; and 
that he was willing to accept the conditions proposed by Agent, Governor- 
General, with the following modifications, viz. : — 

Co7idition No. 1. — ^That the payment in lieu of contingent horsemen be 
fixed at Rs. 500 per annum, instead of Rs. 1,000. 

Condition No. 5. — ^The claim to nuzznranas on succession-days to be waived — 
they not having been demanded hitherto. 

9. — ^The customs of ceremony and etiquette as obtaining 
hereto^, I..-''",-’"' fintained. The visits, however, of the Chief of Neemrana to 
tlie '.'jah of Ulwur to be optional. 
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Tliat the above terms received tlie assent of the Uhvur Chief, — the interview 
tenninating with a request from the Chief that the Political Agent would fur- 
nish him with a written statement of the terms, when he would submit his reply. 
That the Political Agent complied with the Chiefs request on the 30th May, no 
reply to which was received till the SOtli June, when, in a khurreeta to Political 
Agent’s address, he repudiated the whole of his promises of the 29 th May, tak- 
ing advantage of a clerical error in Political Agent’s khurreeta to his address 
dated 29th May; stating that the terms to which his assent was now asked 
conceded nothing short of independence to Neemrana— a thing he never contem- 
plated ; and concluding that he was at the same time prepared to consider any 
reasonable modified terms which may be submitted to him. 

That the Political Agent again addressed the Cliief on the 19 th July, ex- 
pressing his surprise that, after having received his assurances of consent to the 
proposed conditions, ho should, under the eovor of a. more olorvoal error, now 
seek to repudiate his promises to a British Officer deputed by the Supreme Go- 
vernment to assist him in the adjustment of his own differences, and, after again 
explaining the whole circumstances, calling upon him to make his promise good, 
and to settle the matter without any further delay. 

Here the matter rests, the Ulwur Chief having furnished no reply. 

That, as far as the Heerarana Giief is concerned, there is no prospect of a 
settlement; that he stoutly refuses to accept the conditions proposed, character- 
ising them as innovations, contrary to justice, and opposed to the usages and 
practices of the ancient house of Heemrana : and that, mtlier than yield to such, 
he would give the case up altogether and trust to the generosity and justice of 
the British Government to make such provision for him as might be considered 
right. That the Foreign Secretary to Government had, previous to his leaving 
Calcutta for Kajpootana, furnished him with a copy of the terms now proposed 
for the adjustment of his case, and that he had at once replied to that officer, 
setting forth his objections to each of the points. 


Ho. 1168, DATED 6th Septesibee, 1866. 

F^-om Agetiff Governor- General, Rajpoofana, to Secretary to Govermnent of India, 

Foreign Department. naff^v 

Foewaeding copy of Political Agent of Jeypore’s letteriay be in\lated 
20th August, reporting his unsuccessful attempt to settle the J and 

Ulwur dispute at an interview with the Ulwur Chief on the 29th ^ /1866. 
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No. 1144, DATED Sth Septembbk, 1859. 

From Major W. F. Eden, Officiating Jgent, Governor- General, JRajpootana, to 
• Ca;?fa{n W. H. Beykon, ^ssisiani Agent, Governor- General, Rajpootana. 

Sir, — I have the honor to request that you ^Yill proceed at an early date to 
Uluuir and place yourself in communication with Lieutenant Impey, Political Agent, 
with a view to a speedy settlement of the question at issue between the UIwur 
Durbar and the petty Chief of Ncemrana in respect of the dependency of the latter 
upon the former. 

You are aware of tlie extent and nature of the enquiries that have been pre- 
viously made under the orders of the late Sir H. Lawrence, but from which no satis- 
factory result would seem to have been secured. Nor does it appear that tlie Agent 
has left his own opinions .on record, though I gather from Lieutenant Impey 
that these were favorable to the views of the UIwur Government. 

You should bring w'ith you every letter, English and Native, that may be forth- 
coming in the Office, and when at Jeypore I would suggest that you requostj - 
''Political Agent there to place before you such letters as may be in liis 
the same subject. 
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A copy of this letter will be sent to the Political Agent, UlvF C!hief, and ac- 
- .. \Politieal Agent’s 

formation. \ ° 

\ strong appre- 

Ihave,&o., VtiiiHe, 

W. P. EDEN, Xcompliance 
OfFg. Agent, Govr.-Genh, That by 

'le was 

No. 1145, DATED 8th September, 1859. 

From Major W. P. Eden, OJjiciating Agent., Governor- General, for Rajpootana, to 
Lieutenant E. C. Impey, Political Agent, Ulvnir. 


Sir, — I have the honor to transmit for your information copy of a letter I have 
addressed to my Assistant, Captain Beynon, requesting him to proceed to Ulwur 
and communicate with you, with a view to a speedy settlement of the question at 
issue between Ulwur and the petty Chief of Neemrana. 


I have, &c., 

W. F. EDEN, 

Offg. Agent, Govr.-Genh, Eajpootana. 


Dated 17th September, .1859. 

From Captain W. H. Beynon, Assistant Agent, Governor- General, . Rajpootana, to 
Major W. F. Eden, Officiating Agent, Governor- General, Rajpootana. 

Sir,— In reply to your letter, No. 1144, of the 8th instant, requesting me to 
proceed to Ulwur and place myself in communication with Lieutenant Impey, Poli- 
tical Agent of that State, with a view to a speedy settlement of the question -be- 
tween the Ulwur Durbar and the petty Chiefship of Neemrana in respect of tlie 
dependency of the latter upon the former, I have the honor to report that I left 
Mount Aboo on the 15th instant en route. 

2. Adverting to the 3fd paragraph of your letter under reply, ' I have the 
honor to bring to your notice that there is not a single letter, either in the English 
or Native Department, bearing on the subject of the Neemrana case among the 
records left under my charge at Aboo. 

3. From enquiry, the whole of the correspondence, it appears, was collected and 
made over first of all to the late Captain Hardcastle, and subsequently to 'Captain 

Political Agent of Joudhpore, previous to the late Sir H. Lawrence, K. c. B., 
^ •-General’s Agent, Eajpootana, leaving for Lucknow dn March, 1857, who 
ve taken the file with him. 
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,J\vever, on arrival at Jeypore, see tvliat letters I can procure from 
^he Political Agent of that State, as suggested by you. 

I have, &c., 

W. H. BEYNON, 

Asst Agent, Govr.-Geuh, Rajpootana. 

ENDBA.vr . 

/ .lTION of a Roohharee of Captain W. H. Bevnon, Assistant Agent, Governor- 

General, on Special duty. — Dated Camp Ulwur, the Zlst October, 1859. 

In reference to this case, a letter, No. 1144, of the 8th September, 1859, 

Maba Row Rajab Sswaeo Sewdban Singb, aged 14 
years, son of JIaha Row Rajah Bunni Singb of 
triwnr, through his Agents, Lalla Jey Gojal 
and Brij Mohan Lall, Moonsheo, Plaintiff, 

versu) 

Isrce Singh, son of Rijce Singh of Neemrana, 
through his Agents, Thalroor Juggut Siugh and 
Laila Bowanee Pershad, Defendant. 

Regarding a claim on the Taiooka of Neemrana, 
in all 16 villages, in possession of the defendant. 

UJwur. 


■was received from Major Eden, 
Officiating Agent, Governor- General, 
Rajpootana, that I should proceed to 
Ulwur and enquire into the question 
at issue between the Ulwur Durbar 
and Neemrana. A copy of the above 
letter was sent to the Political Agent, 


On the 6th October I arrived at Uhvur, and a letter dated the 11th October, 
No. 138, was received from the Political Agent, stating that Dewan Jey Gopal and 
Moonshee Brij Mohun Lall had been appointed Vakeels on the part of Ulwur in the 
case at issue with Neemrana, and through them the Council and Raj officers would 
prefer the claims of Ulwur on Neemrana ; that no documents bearing on the sub- 
ject exist in the Political Agent’s Office, but that he would render every aid, so that 
there should be no hindrance in the investigation. A letter, dated 6th October, 
1859, was also received from the Rajah of Neemrana, intimating that he had 
appointed Thakoor Juggut Singh and Lalla Bhowanee Pershad, Agents to bring 
forward his claims for the possession of Neemrana. 

2. On fhe 1 2th October the Vakeels on the part of the plaintiff presented 
'themselves, and were told that they Avere to produce all the papers they possessed 
shewing the claim of Ulwur on Neemrana. On the 14th October, a Kyfeeut was 
received from the Vakeels on the part of Ulwur, with copies of several documents 
.attached|* and these were compared with the originals. A letter in reply was- 
Avritten, stating that in the Kyfeeut it was not shoAvn hoAV Neemrana Avas held bj' 
Ulwur between the years A. D. 1803 and A. D. 1815, — whether any agreement 
was entered into for the management of the district for one or more years, — 
whether the revenue was collected under Kham Tehseel, — whM revenue it yielded, — , 
when it remained in possession of defendant, — what proofs that there was any con- 
nection Avith Neemrana, — and were there any disputes, &c.? How wasitthat defendant 
got possession of Neemrana in A. D. 1815, and what agreement was entered into at^ 


time ? How long did it remain in the hands of Ulwur ? What j/Uopfs of an agree- 
..lent having been entered into, and what records regarding the Col., "itors of Reve- 
nue ? From the time defendant obtained possession of the district, to V^t year did 
he fulfil any agreements entered into with him ? During the time plaintiflp held 
possession, was any claim made on.Neemrana by defendant? On the 15th Oci'ober, 
plaintiffs produced a Kyfeeut with copies of papers attached ; these were compared ^ 
with the originals, but the original copies of the suwal making over the districts 
of Tejara, &c., to Rajah Bulwunt Singh, and the copy of the putfa of Sumbut 
1872, which were in the Raj Duftur and not produced, rvere called for. Mention 
was not made in the Kyfeeut how Neemrana became separated from Ulwur, and 
how long it continued so. The papers alluded to of A. D. 1840 and 1841 regard- 
ing Tejara and Keemrana, and the order restoring Tejara to Ulv\Tir after the deatli 
of Rajah Bulwunt Singh, were called for, as well as other papers. On the 17th 
October, the Kyfeeut received from the plaintiff was filed, and, previous to calling 
on the defendants to produce their claims, the following questions were put to the 
plaintiff : — 

Isi. — Before receiving the sunnud of 1803, who had possession of the districts 
in question, and what arrangements were made for them ? 

2nd. — How did defendant possess and what claim had he to the arrange- 
ment entered into of 41 villages made over in Sumbut 1860 ? How long did that 
arrangement stand ? Was Neemrana cultivated, or did it remain waste after the 
expulsion of the rebel Narayan Row ? 

3rd. — What claim had defendant on the district of Neemrana by which he 
obtained the putta (grant) in Sumbut 1872 ? In whose name ? — and what was the 
age of the individual who gave it ? What is meant by the word “ roojoo’' entered 
in the last paragraph of the putta ? 

4<7j. — S tate how the transit duties of the district were collected. 

htli . — Is there any proof of cases in connection with the district having 
been settled by Ulwur ? 

Wi . — Regarding the letters received from defendant, what replies were sent 
to them ? A copy alsc^of the treaty entered into with the British Government in 
A. D. 1803, or afterwards, was called for. 

On the 19th October a letter was written to the Vakeels on the part of the 
defendant, requesting them to bring forward their claims. On the 20th October a 
, Kyfeeut was received from the Vakeels of the defendant, with cerhvin papers 
attached : these were compared with the originals. From none of these papers, 
however, did it appear from whom or in what year or what villages the defendant 
• ? possessed Neemrana. *' Neemrana was at present in possession of defendant, 
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and the Yakeels wore requested to show who reeeived the revenue and '’■ao ‘t 
duties from the time defendant got possession up to the present. Who settled ihe 
disputes and other cases up to the present? Whose thannahs were there, and how- 
long had they been established ? Since what year have the Vakeels on the pan o^' 
Ncemrana not been in attendance at the Rajpootana Agency ? During Sumbut 
1860 and 1861 had defendant possession of Reemrana, and during that period '.vno 
collected the revenue and transit duties ? From whom did he first get possession, 
and has there been any question or dispute as to his right ? 

, What sunnud can he produce of having Neemrana, and what proof that it is 
independent of Tejara or Ulnuir ? 

On the 21st October, a Kyfeeut was received from Vakeels of the plaintiff 
in reply to the letter of the 17th instant, and filed. On the 27th October, the 
Vakeels of defendant replied to letter of 20th instant, and the copies of letters 
attached compared with the original papers. On the above date (27th October) 
the Vakeels of the plaintiff were addressed, and requested to report whether his than- 
nalis were posted in Ncemrana, and that proof should be produced that the custom- 
ary offerings were made on tlie Dussera and Holee festivals, which are noted in 
the accounts produced by him ; — ^^vhctlier it is the custom to ^vrite the words 
Sirkar or Raj in puttas and public documents issued by the Ulwur Raj. 

On tlio 28th October, a reply was received and the original accounts of the Teh- 
seelofMundun forRubbee and Khurepf of Sumbut 1872 produced. These were 
examined, and the villages Barinbass, Daburwass, Roodwal, Sallerpore, Baggora, and 
Koosurwass, or Annoodporo and Mugleo Bulan, were down as having paid the usual 
offering at the Holee festival ; • and among the accounts of the Tohseel of Kurreekote 
for the Hhureef of Sumbut of 1877 the village of Hassa Makee is down for one rupee 
on account of the offering on the Dussera festival. The Vakeel also explained that, 
from Sumbut 1872 to Sumbut 1881, the usual offerings were paid on account of the 
Holee and Dussera from Heemrana ; but the items from each village were not men- 
tioned in the account, — only the total amount for the disfrict was entered. An order 
was after this passed tliat the Agents of jdaintiff and defendant should attend with 
all the original documents they had produced ; and the Vakeels of the plaintiff 
were further desired to bring papers showing whether any sum had been paid 
by the defendant for the year Sumbut 1860. 

On the 31st October the Vakeels of the plaintiff and defendant presented them- -- 
selves. The accoimts from Rubbee of Sumbut 1860 were produced by plaintiff, 
from which it appeared that the sum of Rs. 4,610 had been paid, after deducting 
the customary village expenses amounting to Rs. 600, for 42 villages. The 
4 
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several papers produced by plaintiff and deferidant were examined by the Vakeels 
on both sides, and the whole proceedings read. 

Purport of claim put forth by plaintiff. 

According to the sunnud (title-deed) signed by the late General Lord Lake, 
dated hlovcmber 28th, 1803, or Sumbnt 1360, Neemrana, with other districts, 
were made over to Maha Row Eajah Bulchtawnr Singh, for his enjoyment, and 
attached to the Ulwur State. 

Prior to receiving the above sunnud, Decnirana, &c., was in the possession of the 
Mahrattas. In the year Smnbut 1860, in order to arrange for tlie collection of the 
revenue, a portion of the districts ceded to Ulwur, including Neemrana, altogether 
41 villages, yielding Rs. 8,684, were given in contract to Rajah Clumdurban, great- 
grandfather of the present Rajah of Reemrana, as shown in tlie agreement bearing 
the seal of Saligram, Agent to Cliundurban, and dated Fagoon Soodee 3rd, Sumbut 
1860. The amount for one season was paid into the Uhvur Treasury after the 
usual deductions allowed to the landholder for Malgoozara. The customs 
and transit duties for these villages were separately collected, as is the custom 
in Ulwur. This contract continued only for Fusl Rubbee” of 1860 Sumbui In 
Sumbut 1862, or A. D. 1805, the Rajah of Neemrana gave asylum to the Maliratta 
rebel chief Narayan Rao. By order of Lord Lake, a British force imder Major 
Campbell, with tlie Ulumr troops to co-operate, marched against Neemrana and ex- 
pelled the rebel Narayan Rao, and Rajah Ohundm-ban fled. He was not allowed 
afterwards to enter the Ulwur territory. 

Tlie district of Neemrana was managed by Ulwur, and remained annexed until 
the season Kliureef of Sumbut 1872, corresponding witli A. D. 1815. 

Maha Row Rajah Bukhtaivur Singh was of the Kuchwan Rajpoot clan, and Rajah 
Ohundurban belonged to the Chohans ; therefore there was no blood I’elationship 
between them when the sunnud of 1803 was received, nor were tliey connected 
afterwards by marriage. Moreover, there is nothing in the Raj Duftur to show that 
there was any connection between Ulwur and Neemrana prior to A. D. 1803. 

Rajah Cliundurban came to Ulwur with a letter of recommendation from Sir C. 
Metcalfe, dated November 1st A. D. 1815, corresponding with Sumbut 1872. At 
tliis time, Bukhtawur Singh was dead, and RoW Rajah Bailee Singh, tlien eight years 
old, was on the throne of Ulwur ; and it ivas solely on the recommendation of the late 
Sir C. Metcalfe, and in consequence of the friendship which existed between him 
' and Ulwur, that through the Ministers Balmookund and Thakoor Akey Singh a 
'Tyrant of 15 villages was given to Eajah Ohundurban for his maintenance. The 
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grant is without aiiy reference as to its being continued to his heirs or successo/-'), 
and on condition tliathe remains obedient to the Sirkar, i. e., the Uulwur State, 
other landliolders. The grant is dated Fagoon Soodee 3rd, Sumbut 1872, or A. D. 
1815, in tlic name of Bankanath, Dowan of Eajah Chundurban, and the word 
“ hijthik'' is used. Tlicrc is no specification as to its being hereditaiy. 

The meaning of “ Roojoo rhenu Sirkar''^ (obedience to the Government) is that 
Kajah Chundurban sliould consider iiimself as one in authority, and in case of dis- 
obedience or rebellion the villages should be seized and annexed to the tJlwim 
State. 

It is common in this State to write the woi-ds Raj and Sirkar ; but in the puttas 
the word Sirkar is generally used. Prior to certain districts being made over to 
Eajah Bulwunth Singh of Tejara, Eajah Cluindimban continued obedient to the Ulwur 
Government, as shown in letters numbered 10, 11, and 12. 

Shah Eamdhun, Vakeel of Eajah Ohundurb.an, attended at Ulwur and presented 
cases connected with Neomrana, which were decided by the Ulwur Government, as 
shown in letters numbered 9 and 27. Thei'e are no records or files which can be 
produced to show tliat criminal cases were settled, as before Sumbut 1888 all 
such eases wore settled verbally and no files kept. The mizzuranas on account of 
the Holee and Dussera festivals were made by the Zemindars of the Eeemrana vil- 
lages to the Killedar and Tchseeldars of Porgunnahs Mundun, &c., as shown in the 
accounts produced of Porgunnahs Mundun and Kurreekote, 

The customs dues and transit duties were given in contract at different times 
to different persons for the whole of the Ulwur district, and those of Necmrana also 
were collected, as shown in the agreement No. 8, 

When the district of Tejara was allotted to Eajah Buhvunth Singh in A. D. 1826, 
the 15 villages of Neomrana were included, and fell under the jurisdiction of the 
Eajah of Tejara ; and from that time Eajah Oliundurban and his successors have 
contrived to collect tlie customs dues of these villages, and turned against Tejara. 

On the 8th August, 1831, the Eesident of Delhi wrote to Eajah Prethee Singh, 
son of Eajah Chundurban, that the Eajah of Neemrana was a Jagheerdar of Ulwur, 
and not a separate Eaj j therefore he must obey Eajah Bulwunth Singh : and that he 
had dismissed the Neemrana Vakeel from attending at the Delhi Eesidency. 

In eonsequenee of Neemrana being under Tejara, Mr. W. Martin, in 1831, and' 
Mr. Frazer,, in 183^, corresponded with Eajah Bulwunth Singh of Tejara for the 
settlement of cases connected with Neemrana, 



( 8 ■) 


With refcrenoo to a claim put forth by Eajah Prethee Singh for the UIwur dis- 
tricts of Mundun and Gelote, orders -were received from the Government of India 
that the case was not one for their interference. This was communicated in a letter 
from Colonel Sutherland to Eajah Eulwunth Singh, dated 10th September, 1840. 

The Neemrana Eajah sent a Vakeel to attend on tlie Eajpootana Agency regard- 
ing the settlement of some boundary disputes, and an order was passed on the 
Vakeel’s petition, dated 10th December, 1841, that the Eajah of Ncemrana was a 
Jagheerdar of Tejara, and ho should appeal to that Government. 

After the death of Eajah Eulwunth Singh the Tejara country passed to Dlwur, 
and a letter to this effect was written by Government, dated 28th Februarj’’, 1845, 
No. 54, and a khureeta intimating the same from Major Thorsby, Officiating Agent, 
Governor-General, dated 11th November, 1845. From tliat time the successors of 
E^ah Chundurban have been and still continue disobedient and rebellious. 

Up to Sumbut 1888, or A. D. 1831, no regular Police arrangements existed in 
the Ulwnr State, and when a regular S 3 fstom was established, Neemrana was under 
the Eajah of Tejara ; therefore no tJuinnah was placed at Neemrana until Sumbut 
1901, when Tejara was annexed to UIwur. This thannah remained there for fifteen 
or eighteen months, when it was moved to Mundun, to which district Neemrana was 
attached. The tJiannah was not removed by the order of superior authority. For 
proof of this, a copy of a petition of the Neemrana Vakeel to the Agent, Governor- 
General, Eajpootana, dated lOtli March, 1846, is attached. 

In support of the claims of UIwur on Neemrana, the original papers in the dase 
are produced for inspection, and copies annexed, as noted below; but the original 
letters of the 8th August, 1831, 1st July, 1841, and 16th February, 1842, address- 
ed to the Eajah of Neemrana, and copy of answers, Nos, 9, 10, 11, and 12, are not 
in the Raj Duftur. The Eaj officials, according to custom, despatched the papers 
without keeping copies. 

For the last four or five years, the Jagheerdar of Neemrana has been rebellious 
to UIwur, has killed a Naib Eessaldar of this State, by name Sooruj Mull, and 
otherwise committed acts sufficient to admit of its being confiscated. 

Tbanslation of pu7'port of claim set forth hy Neenn'ana. 

. The Chiefship of Neemrana is an ancient one, and belonged to Eajah Chundur- 
ban before the English rule came into this part of tlie country. One Narayan.Eao, a 
Mahratta, fled ft 
UIwur troops, a1 
took refuge in J 
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In A. D. 1813, a proclamation from Sir Charles Metcalfe, dated 23rd October, 
1813, n^as received by Eajah Chundurban, giving notice that a British- force under 
General Marshall would march against Ulwur, with a view of coei'cing her to make 
over the forts of Doobee and Likrwa, witli the territories adjacent to them, that liad 
been taken by Uhvur from Jeypore. An introductory letter was given to Eajah 
Chundurban by Sir C. Metcalfe, and he joined the British force. When the troops 
returned, Cliundurban accompanied |tliem to Delhi, and remained a year and a 
half. 

In 1814, Sir C. Metcalfe forwarded Rajah Chundurban’s nuzzuv and hhureeta 
to the Govenior-General, and a Miurceta, dated 15th June, 1814, "was received in 
reply. 

In Sumbut 1872, A, D. 1815, in consideration of Neemrana being an ancient 
State, and the Eajah Chundurban the descendant of an old and resj^ectahle family. 
Sir C. Metcalfe verbally desired the Rao Eajah of XJlwr to make over Neemrana 
to Eajah Chuudm-ban. Eeemrana, consisting of eight cultivated and eight -waste 
villages, has since then up to the present time continued independent of Ul^vur, and 
ruled entirely by the Eajah of Neemrana. 

Tlie entire revenue of the State has been enjoyed by the Eajah of Neemrana ; 
he possesses no aunnud from the British Government, but holds a on the part 
of the Eajah of Ulwur given to the Agent of Chundurban, dated Fagoon Soodee 
3rd Sumbut 1872. 

In reply to a letter received from Rajah Chmidurban, Sir C. Metcalfe wrote 
on the 17th April, 1816, congratulating him on the occasion of his obtaining 
possession of Nceinraua. Tlio Eajah has been honored with an interview 
with the Governor-General at Delhi, and received klmreetas from the Gover- 
nor-General and the Lieutenant-Governor. All matters connected with Neem- 
rana have been laid before and settled direct with the Agents to the Governor- 
General, and correspondence has been can-ied on with those in authority in the 
same manner as other independent Princes. All oppression on tlie part of Ulwur or 
Tejara was redressed by the Agent to the Governor-General. All cases, revenue, 
judicial, &c., in Neemrana, have been settled by its Chief. All cases between Neem- 
rana and the British territory adjoining have been referred direct to Neemrana ; 
and in cases regarding Ulwur and Tejara, communication has been held direct 
with the Eajpootana Agency. 

4 


3 
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From ilie time tlie Eaja'h possessed Neemrana, he has had his thannah 
placed there. 

From k, I). 1 813 to A. D. 1856, a Vakeel lias remained in attendance at the 
Delhi and Hajpootana Agencies on the part of Keemrana. 

In Sumbut 1860 the Eajali held similar possession of Ncemrana as ho had 
always held, and enjoyed the revenue, and for tliis cause obtained possession in 
1860. 

Copies of 4:2 documents showing that Neemrana has had uninterrupted and in- 
dependent possession arc enclosed, and the originals produced for comparison, with 
the exception of those dated 24th April and May 23rd, 1845, from Major Tlioresby 
to the Eajah of Ulwur. 


(COPIES.) 

Iso. 92, DATED Bhdrtpohe, the 28th May, 1856. 

From Assistant Agent, Governor- General, for the States of Eajpooiana, to Agent, 
Governor- Genei'al for the States of JRajpootana. 

Sir, — I have the honor to submit the proceedings in the ease of affray between 
the sowars and footmen of the Rajah of ireemr.ana and the sow'.ars of tlie Maha Eao 
Eajah of Ulwur. 

2. You will perceive that the affray occurred through the instrumentality of 
two persons named Tliakoor Buhvuntli Singh and Thakoor Buklitawur Singh, 
residents of tlie village of Daberw.ass, in Neemrana. These two individuals, con- 
sidering that the Rajah of Neemrana had ill-treated them, deserted Daberw'ass, and 
emigrated into the adjoining village of Gelote, in Uhvur. Perceiving one day that 
cattle of the village of Dabenvass had strayed into their cultivation, tliey drove tlie 
cattle but and brought them into the village of Gelote, in Ulwur. No opposition 
w^as offered by the Daberwass Zeramdars to this proceeding, as they ■well knew that 
no harm would result to the cattle -whilst in the hands of their own Thakooi'S ; but 
it appears that intelligence was given to tlie Rajah of Neemrana, -svlio sent a party 
of horse and foot to recover the cattle. 

3. In the afternoon of the day of tliis occurrence, Thakoor Bubvunth Singh 
drove the cattle of Daberwass, together with some of his own, to water at the tank 
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of tlie villago of Bussye, in Ulwin', when the Neemrana party came rip, re-t.ook the 
cattle, and drove them back into Neemrana. By this act the Neemi-ana troops be- 
came the aggressors, by infringing the integrity of the Uhvur State witli armed 
men. 

4. Buiwunth Singh galloped off to the Ulwnr ihannali of Majra, and reported that 
Ms cattle had been seized by tlie Noomrana people. Naib Bcssaldar Soomj Mull and 
five soivars went in pursuit, and overtook tlie Neemrana sowars and sepoys within the 
boundary of tho village of Bussyo, in Ulwur. The Ulwur sowars summoned them 
to yield up tlie cattle, and were replied to by an attack. In the mdlee that ensued 
Naib Eessaldar Sooruj Mull of Ulwur was shot by one of tho matchlockmen of 
Neemrana named Kullian Singh, and Hunmunta Bullaic of Neemrana was killed by 
Bulnmnth Singh Thakoor. Meor Khan, soivar of Ncemrana, was shot in the groin 
by sowar Abdar Ediau of Ulwur, and died afterw.ards. Bulwuntli Singh, Bukhtawur 
Singh, Thakoors, Abdar Khan, sowar, and Poorna, sepoy, were wounded. The affray 
was commenced b}’' Meer Khan, sowar ofNeomrana, attacking and wounding sowar 
Abdar Edian of Ulwur with a spear. Hie cattle remained in the possession of the 
Neemrana people. 

5. Tho Ncemrana people complain that their villages were plundered, but I am 
not inclined to believe this statement, as I find the evidence on this head, .as given by 
the Ncemrana people themselves, is conflicting. Indeed, this statement is refuted by 
tho deposition of the Dewan of Ncemrana, "who makes it a ground of complaint tliat 
the Uhvur Rajah took cng.agement from tho Neemnana Zemindars for the yearly rent, 
which goes far to prove a peaceful occupation of the villages. 

G. Captain Hardcastle, in his letter. No. 8, dated tlie 16th January, 1856, al- 
though warmly advocating the cause of tho Rajah of Ncemrana, m.alics no men- 
tion of any of the Ncemrana villages having been plundered. 

7. It is quite evident that tlie sowars -and footmen of Neemrana wore acting 
under the immediate orders of their Rajah, who lives close at hand ; whereas the 
Ulwur Rajah lives at a distance of 50 miles from the scene of dispute, and must 
have been quite ignorant of what was taking place. 

* 

8. I therefore consider the Neemrana Rajah to bo the aggressor in this case, 
•inasmuch as ho forcibly, possessed himself of cattle in tlie Ulwur territory, without 
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having first endeavoured to obtain possession of them by the assistance of the district 
authorities, v^ho v'-ere close at hand at Majra and Mundun. 

9. The Maha Kao Eajah of Uhvur may perhaps be considered blameable for 
having oceu])ied the Keemi-ana villages after this affair, -without a reference to the 
Political Authorities ; but ho considered the Neemrana Eajah to be his Jagheordar, 
and treated him as such. If injury has been sustained by the Eajah of Neemrana, 
it is no more than %YOuld have been inflicted on any Jagheerdar in Eajpootana at the 
liands of his superior for a like act of defiance and outrage. I have, however, failed 
to discover that any injury has been sustained by Neemrana. 

10. It appe.ars that for a long time past there have been differences between tlie 
Maha Eao Eajah of Ulwur and his dependant, the Eajah of Neemrana. Tliese differ- 
ences have arisen and been occasioned by the Neemrana Eajah’s desire to shake off 
his allegiance to the Uhvmr Eajah, and exorcise the powci-s of an independent Cliief. 
To obtain this end, he has not failed to agitato in the matter with every new Eesideut 
that has been in contact with him. 

11. I conceive there is no doubt that Neemrana is a dependency of Ulwur. I 
have seen the original document, signed by Lord Lake, giving over the territories to 
Ulwur. Neemrana is mentioned in this document as one of the Pergunnalis ceded to 
Ulwur ; thus tlie independence of Neemivana was extinguished by an act of the 
British Government. 

12. During the time the Neemrana Eajah was under a ban of outlawry for 
having given sanctuary to an enemy of the British Government, Uhvur held 
Neemrana and enjoyed the proceeds. On the Neemrana Eajah being forgiven by the 
British Government, the Maha Eao Eajah of Ulwur reinstated him in the posses- 
sion of Neemrana and the twelve villages dependent on it. This w’as merely an 
act of grace to a near relation, and no Eajah making a like gift ever contemplates 
the dismemberment of his territory, or the independence and exercise of sovereign 
rights by his subject. 

13. Mr. Martin, Eesident at Delhi, on the 8th August, 1831, wrote to the 
Neemrana Eajah, telling him that he was to yield obedience as a Jagheerdar to the 
Eajah of Tejara, and removed his Yakeel from Delhi. 

14. This is- a point of the case that seems to require explanation, otherwise 
confusion may arise between “ Tejara” and “ Ulwur.” Eajah Buldita-wur Singh of 
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Ul'nnir had t-wo sons named Bunnye Singh and Bulwimth Singh. After the death of 
Eajah Buklitawur Singh, with the intervention of tlio British autlioi'ities, a division 
of the Uhvur State was made. Tejara and its dependencies, valued at two lacs of 
rupees, fell to the share of the younger brother, Buhvunth Singh, and Neemrana thus 
feU under Tejara. On Bulwmith Singh’s death, Tejara and its dependencies lapsed 
again to Ulwur. 

15. Colonel Sutherland, in the order passed on the Neemrana Eajah’s Vakeel’s 
petition, declined to receive any commmiicatiou except through his superior, the 
Rajah of Tejara. 

16. In another communication. Colonel Sutherland told the Neemrana Eajah 
that he was a Jagheerdar of Ulwur, and remarked that his reasut'’' could not 
be viewed in the light of a State with whom tlie British Government have 
treaties. 


17. My opinion in this case is totally at variance with tliat expressed by 
Captain Hardcastle in paragraph 10 of his letter. No. 8, dated 16th January, 
1856, wherein he declares that Neemrana is an independent State. Major Thoresby, 
on whose documents Captain Hardcastle has laid some stress, declares tliat Neem- 
rana is a part and parcel of Ulwur. It seems to me that all the documentary 
evidence brought forward by the Neemrana Eajah does not in the slightest degree 
prove his independence. It mei'ely shows that the Neemrana Eajah, with a petty 
territory yielding under Es. 12,000 per annum, was successful in obtaining inter- 
views noth British officers of high rank, many of whom were doubtless ignorant of 
his actual position. It also exemplifies the fact that for years past he has been endea- 
vouring to get himself acknowledged as independent, and now grounds liis claim 
principally on the fact of having, prior to 1830, been granted audiences in the same 
manner as independent Princes. 

18.. I have translated all the papers brought forward by the Neemrana Eajah, 
and mth regard to the two documents from Major Thoresby, numbered, and which 
are referred to by Captain Hardcastle in paragraph 8 of his letter of the 16th 
January, 1856, under Nos. 15 and 16, I cannot help thinking he must have made 
a mistake when he gave them the construction and meaning set forth in his letter. 
There is no doubt that Major Thoresby used the weight of his influence to remove 
the Ulwur ihannahivova. Neemrana, but he also states that Neemrana is not separate 
from Ulwur, but is part and .parcel of Ulwur. 

5 ’ A 
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19. T vegrot to be obliged to express my conviction tliat tbe affray that oecnrred 
•\vas wilfully occasioned by tbe Rajab of Ncemrana’s desire to attract attention to 
liis position, and obtain bis separation from Ulwiir and recogiiition as an indepen- 
dent Prince by tlie Britisb Government. [I therefore recommend that tbe Reemrana 
Rajab be ffned in tbe sum of Rs. 2,000, for sending an armed force into tbe territories 
of bit, suzerain, tbe Maba Rao Rajab of Uhvnr, and causing, by bis conduct, tbe loss 
of tlu-oo men’s lives ; and that Colonel Sutbcrland’s instructions to bim to yield 
obedience to tbe Ulwur Rajab be enfoi’ced and bis Vakeel dismissed. 

20. Tbe Uhvnr Rajab can be warned not to use so coercive a measure as tbe 
seizure of bis Jagbeerdar’s villages again without a reference to tbe Political 
Autliorities. 

21. I recommend that Tbakoor Bulwuntb Singh bo imprisoned for two years in 
tbe Ulwur Jail, for being convicted of killing Hunmunta Bullaie of Ueemrana, and 
for having driven tbe cattle into Ulwur. I should have recommended a more 
severe punishment for this man, but be lias been already punished by eight severe 
sword cuts. 

22. I also find Sowar Abdar Khan of Ulwur guilty of killing Sowar Meer 
lUian ; but I do not think bo should bo punished, as it is quite clear that Meer Elhan 
stabbed Abdar Khan in tbe first instance through tbe thigh. 

23. By die evidence of Bulwuntb Singh Tbakoor and Kisbeu Singh Tbakoor of 
Ulwur, it is clear that Naib Ressaldar Sooruj Mull was shot by Kullian Singh, 
matcbloekraau of Neemrana. I recommend be be sentenced to five years’ imprison- 
ment in the UhTOr Jail. 

24. As Captain Hardcastle has expressed so decided an opinion of Neemrana’s 
independence, I have, with Lieutenant Walter’s assistance, translated all tbe docu- 
ments for your consideration. They clearly show that, since the year 1830, every 
Political Officer has viewed tbe Neemrana Rajab as a Jagbeerdar of Ulwur. 

I have, &c., 

(Sd.) J. P. NIXON, Captam, ■ 

Asst. Agent, Govr.-Genl., Rajpootana. 

•P. S . — I submitted tbe original putta to Major Morrison, who considers that as 
tbe words “ nusluribad nuslutC* have been omitted, and also tbe word “ humeslia,'’' that . 
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the Uhvur Eajah is at liberty to resume Neemrana at any time, as it is not a deed 
of succession. 

(True copy. ; 

a K. M. WALTTB, 

Asst. Agent, Govern or-General. 


Translation of a Khureeta from Lord Moira io Rajah Chundurhan, dated 15th 

June, 1814. 

Your letter congratulating me on my arrival at Calcutta has reached me, 
as well as your present, and I am gratified at all your expressions of willingness to 
obey any orders I may issue ; also that you are in attendance on the Resident of 
Delhi. I am aware of your fidelity to the Sircar. 

I receive your present with pleasure, and, according to custom, return it to you 
again. 

Consider me as your well-wisher, and wdte to me now and then. 

Translation of a Utter from Sir C. Metcalfe, to Rajah Chundurhan of Neemrana, 

dated llth April, 1816. 

After compliments. Your letter informing me of your having obtained 
possession of Neemrana, that you have sent for Koonwur Luchmun Singh and your 
family from Shahjehanabad, and applying for a passport for them, has reached me. 
I had heard the same from your Yakeel, and am rejoiced at it. I congratulate 
you on the occasion, and in compliance with your request I have given a passport. 
Continue to write to me always. 

Translation of a Utten'from Sir E. CoUhrooh, Resident, Delhi, to Rajah Pirthee Singh 

of Neemrana, dated 11th April, 1828. 

After compliments. I received your letter stating that Eajah Buhvunth Singh 
had sent troops and gims to Mundun ; tliat hitherto there had been no disturbance, 
but that he has issued ihsteliars in the neighbourhood. On enquiry, I learnt from 
the Eajah’s Vakeel that the force is sent against Geeglana, and Avill not interfere 
with you. You need not be afraid. 

(Translated.) 

W. H. BEYNON, 

Asst. Agent, Governor-General, 
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Dated Agra, the 14Tn Deoejiber, 183G. 

From Sir C. T. Metcalfe^ to Rajah Pirthcc Singh Bahacloor. 

My FriekDj — I liavo duly received j^our letter, forwarded to me tlirongh Licu- 
tcnrait- Colonel Alves, wherein you congratulate me on my arrival at Agra, and 
oxprebs !i desire to visit mo. 

1 am thankful to you for tlic friendly sentiments you express. 

As it is not improbable that I may have an opportunity of seeing you hereafter, 
i beg you will not put yourself to the inconvenience of travelling to this distance 
for the purpose of paying mo a visit 

I remain, »S:c., 

(Sd.) C. T. METCALFE. 

(True copy.) 

W. H. BEYNON, 

Assistant Agent, Governor- General. 

Translation of a letter from Colonel Siitherland, Agent, Governor- General, Rajpoo- 
tana, to Rajah Bcjeh Singh of Nccmrana, dated the lli/j Julg, 1843. 

After compliments. Your letter informing me of your having completed the 
funeral ceremony of j^our father, . and ascended the mnsnnd in his place, in the pre- 
sence of the Mohtemids of the Jcyporc, Ulu-ur, Tejara, Mamohurpoor Chiefs, and 
others, who had come to Neemrana with the usual presents {khilluts') on the occa- 
sion, and expressing a wish to meet the Governor-General, and requesting my per- 
mission to proceed to Delhi for that purpose, has reached me. 

I am veiy glad to hear of your ha\*ing ascended tlie Neemrana musmid in your 
father’s place. God will prosper you. As you wish to meet the Governor-Generjil, 
you will proceed to Delhi, where you will meet his Lordship. 


Translation of a letter from Major Tlm'cshg, Offeiatmg Agent, Governor- General, 
Rajpooiana, to the Rao Rajah of Ulmir. 

I have received a letter from the Eajah of Neemrana stating that the Ulwur 
Government has sent a thannah to Neemrana, conti’ary to former usage, and request- 
ing my orders for the removal of the same, with other statements to the same effect. 
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From tlie said letter it appears that no tJianmh of Ulwiir was ever estaohshed 
at Neemrana, and it is not knoAvn how your officials have sent a thannah ^axe. 
If the thannali was sent for tlie good government of the country, the Bajah of 
Neemrana will be able to maintain his own Police to keep the peace. You should 
order the removal of your tliannali^ and if you see the necessity of having a 
ihannah, let a place about two or three coss off be selected for that purpose. 


Translation of a Proclamation issued by Sir C. T. Metcalfe, to Rajah Chundurhan, 
Chief of Neemrana, dated the 3rd Octobe)', 1813. 

It is well known that the Eao Rajah of Machery has had for a long time 
unlawful possession of the forts of Doobey and Sookurwah, together with tlieir de- 
pendencies, which are a portion of the J eypore States. Orders have been frequently 
issued by the paramount power that these places should be restored, but up to the 
present no notice has been taken of these instructions. A British force is about to 
march, and make an example in this case. This proclamation is therefore written 
for the information of all Chiefs, groat or small. 

(Sd.) C. T. METCALFE. 

(Translated.) . 

W. H. BEYNON, 

Asst. Agent, Govr.-Gonl. 


Translation. — Remarks on the Proceedings. 

\ 

After a careful review of the papers produced in tliis case, it is clear, from the 
sunnud signed by Lord Lake, dated 28th November, 1803, corresponding with Sum- 
but 1860, that the talooka of Neemrana was made over to Ulwur as a possession, 
and there is no doubt she is a dependant of Ulwui*. Tlie Cliiefs of Neemrana have 
also, from their position and rank, like others in similar circumsianees, correspond- 
ed, visited, and had interviews Avitli those in authority, according to the general 
rule and custom. The following letters have been presented by the Vakeels of 
Neemrana in support of the above, that, in’ A. D. 1814, the Chief of Neemrana sent 
through Sir C. Metcalfe a nnzzur to the Governor-General, and received a reply, 
dated 15th June, 1814, acknowledging the nuzzur, and that, according to custom, it 
was returned : — Two hhureetas fr:om Sir C. Metcalfe, one dated 15th February, 1815, 
4 5 



( 18 ) 

requesting Mm ic attend at Agra, to visit tlie Governor-General ; another, dated 17th 
Api’il, 1816, congratulating him on Ms arrival at Neemrana. A Tclmreeta from 
Oolcbiook, dated 11th April, 1828, regarding a force -vyhich had marched from 
'iejara, A Hmjmc from the Governor-General, dated 14tli December, 1830, regarding 
an interyie^y -^yith Eao Chuttur Singh, uncle of Eajah Pirtliee Singh of Ideemraua. 
A 'iinvreeia from die Lieutenant-Governor, dated 14th December, 1836, in reply, res- 
pecting a wish to visit the Lieutenant-Governor. A letter from Colonel Sutlierland, 
the Agent, Governor-General, dated lltli January, 1843, congratulating Eajah Bijee 
Singh on his ascending the guddee of Neemrana, in presence of tlie confidential 
Agents of Jeypore, Ulwur, Tejara, Monohurpore, &e. ; also that he should visit the 
Govoimor-General at Shahjehanabad. That he proceeded to Shahjehanabad, and was 
presented to the Governor-General, with other Chiefs. Besides these, several lettei-s 
from Major Thoresby in 1845, regarding the removal of die tiismah of TJlwur from 
Neemrana. In not one of these letters is it shown that Neemrana is independent of 
Ulwur ; nor is tiiere any proof produced. From Sumbut 1872 up to the present 
time, Neemrana has been held in possession by its Cliief, in virtue of aputta received 
from Ulwur, in which it is stated diat he should remain obedient to the Sirkar. 

Ulwur also produces this putta, and Neemrana can produce no other document 
to claim his right to possession. 

It is urged that the eight cultivated and eight waste villages of Neemrana were 
made over as malihana by the verbal order of Sir C. Metcalfe. With the exception of 
the Vakeel’s statement, no other proof is brought forward. It is shown that Chun- 
durban had possession when he sheltered Narayan Eao, the Mahratta Chief, in Sumbut 
1861 ; but from that year up to Sumbut 1872, tivelve years, he remained out of posses- 
sion of Neemrana. During eight of these years he lived in Jeypore, and spent four at 
Delhi and other places. In 1813, he applied to Sir C. Metcalfe for permission to 
accompany the British force under General Marshall, which marched against 
Ulwur to recover the Jeypore Forts of Dhoobee and Sookurwa, taken possession of 
by Ulumr. Chundurban remained with this force for a short time, and, after the 
case was settled, returned to Delhi. 

Having obtained a friendly Mmreeta from Sir C. Metcalfe, dated 1st November, 
1815, to tlie Eajah of Ulwur, Eajah Chundurban visited Ulwur, and a putta, bearing 
the seal of Balmukund Dewan, and Thakoor Al^ey Singh of Ulwur, was given to the 
Goraastah of Eajah Chundurban, making over certain villages as a maintenance. ,, 
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Captain Hai'dcastle, Officiating Political Agent, Kerowly, in Ms :'ooI)LiAarsij 
dated 18tli January, 1856, states that Neeinrana is independent of Ulmn, and gives 
tlie following reasons : — 

1st . — ^That the Neemrana Chiefs have corresponded and carried on business 
with the several Agents, exactly as all other independent States, 

2nd. — ^That, with the exception of six months during lllr. Martin’s time, for 40 
years the Valceels of Neemrana have attended on the Agents and Residents, and all 
business carried on through tliose Vakeels. 

Srd . — That Ulwur has on several occasions been requested to remove her 
tliannalis from Neemrana. 

I cannot agree with Captain Hardcastle ; and with respect to the first argument, 
that Neemrana had corresponded direct with the Agents, &c., I have already touched 
on tins above. 

. Ncemrana also, in a letter to the Agent to Governor- General, reports the march 
of a force from Tejara to attack her ; and, in reply, the Agent to Governor-General 
writes, dated 11th April, 1828, that the force was going to punish the village of 
Geglanee, and not Neemrana. 

In connection with this case, Reemrana (in a letter, dated Bysak Soodee 2nd, 
Sumbut 1884, A. D. 1828) addresses Ulwur, and says, Neemrana is a gift from 
“ you, and afterwards Rajah Bulwuntli Singh made it over to me. What are your 
“ wishes ? ” , 

Major Thoresby, in his letter of 23rd May, 1845, in reply to a khureeta of the 
Ulwur Rajah, states, — “ From perusal of Resident’s (Delhi) letter, it is clear tliat 
Neemrana is a gift from Ulwur.” I have already shown that Neemrana was made 

over by Ulwur. 

• 

Not one of the papers produced by Neemrana shows that she is independent ; 
on the contrary, they, as well as the documents put forth by Ulwim from Resident’s 
(Delhi) letter of 8th August, 1831, September 15th, 1831, July 1st, 1841, February 
l'6th, 1842, and December 10th, 1841, all put down Neemrana as a Jagheerdar of 
Ulwur. 

Tlie putta given by Ulwur in Sumbut 1872 makes no mention of the State 
being hereditary, or that it should remain so for any period; it merely states that he 
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is to use tlie land, and remain obedient. Ulwur tborefore is at Ml liberty to claim 
Neemrana at pleasure. In Sumbut 1882, copies of letters received from Sir 0. Met- 
calfe were sent to Ulrnir, and in a letter, dated Phoo Boodee 5th, Sumbut 1882, 
Neemrana uses expressions of submission to the Ulwur Raj. 

Captain Hardcastle, in his remarks regarding Mr. Martin’s letter of the 8th 
August, touching on tlie claim of the Rajah of Tejara that Neemrana should support 
certain men for service, says that the order passed in the case was improbable. Tliis 
is a mere supposition. The papers in the case referred to were not called for from the 
Ulwur authorities. Rajah Bulwimth Singh of Tejara’s claim was with reference to 
a putta received from him, in which Neemrana was to keep up 50 men, or, in lieu, 
to pay the sum of Rs. 295 a month. This putta was given in 1882 Sumbut, when 
Bulwunth Singh got Tejara, and the order passed was not with reference to \h.Qp)Utta 
given by Ulwr in Sumbut 1872. No enqmry aj)pears to have been made regard- 
ing this latter putta. 

With reference to the second instance put forth, that, from A. D. 1813 to 1856, 
a Vakeel has always remained with the Agency on the part of Neemrana, this is no 
reason that it is because she is independent. Were this sufficient to constitute her 
independent, the same argument would stand good for other Chiefs and officers of 
rank and respectability, who are Jagheerdars of Cliiefs, and send their Vakeels to the 
Agency. They might also claim their independence. 

If a Vakeel was sent on the part of Neemrana, it was most probably to 
gain some cause of his own, or to reply to questions or disputes connected with 
Ulwur. 

In Sumbut 1888, or A. D. 1826, Ulwur was divided into two portions. Neem- 
rana was included in the Tejara principality ; but though Neemrana is not mentioned 
in the list of villages, yet, from the correspondence connected 'with tlae management 
of the country, it is clear Neemrana was under Tejara. Neemrana was also as slow 
and reluctant in attending ' to requisitions from Tejara as she was with Ulwur. 
About this time there appears also to have been a great many transactions and 
correspondence with Neemrana which increased. 

When Rajah Bulwunth Singh of Tejara died, in 1845, tlie Neemrana Chief 
imagined himself an independent Rajah. This question has been agitated ever 
since, and has never been strongly settled or enquired into. 
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There ha^ been no Vakeel of Neemrana with' the 'Agency since 1857^ and 
no reason given by tlie Agents for bis non-attendance ; therefore tliis ai’gument, on 
which Captain Hardcastle lays so much importance, goes for nothing. 

Up to Sumbut 1888, no regular arrangements for Police and thannciTis appears to 
have been made ; and from Sumbut 1888 to Sumbut 1891, Neemrana was under 
Tejara. 

After the death of Rajah Bulwunth Singh, the ITeemrana estate reverted to 
Ulwur, and she established a thannaJi at Neemrana, which remained for some time. 

There is no document to show that Ulwur was on many occasions ordered to 
remove her thannah. 

Major Thoresby, in April and May, 1845, wrote to the Ulwur Dm*bar, and 
advised the removal of the thannah to a place within a hoss or two, so as to avoid 
hurting the feelings and dignity of the Neemrana Chief, as he was a connection 
of Uhvur. 

In a petition from the Vakeel of Neemrana (a copy of which was sent on 10th 
March, 1846, by khnreeta from Colonel Sutherland to the Rajah of Ulwur), he re- 
quests that there might be a clear understanding between Neemrana and Ulwur res- 
pecting his claims, and a wish is expressed that, for the dignity of the Chief, the 
thannah might be removed. The tone of the petition shows that Neemrana considers 
herself under Ulwur. 

The order passed on the petition was that Neemrana should make her own 
representation. No order is given directing the thannah to be removed. 

After a short time, and in consequence of these representations, besides Neem- 
rana being included in the Mundun district, which town is not far from Neemrana, 
the thannah was removed, and Neemrana has that since held her own thannah. 

With reference to the criminal and other cases in connection with Neemrana, 
some have been settled through Tejara, others with Ulwur ; but most cases in which 
the British Government have been connected have been settled direct. 

Regarding the collection of transit dues, the plaintiff produces an agreement, 
dated Mungsur Boodhee 3rd, Sumbut 1877, in the name of Chajoo Ram Josee, De- 
wan of Rajah Chundurban, in which it is stated that the sum of Rs. 526 should 
be paid for one year. 

Compared''with other documents, there appears some doubt and uncertainty on 
this subject. For example, the district was made over in Sumbut 1872; the date of 
2 6 
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the agreement for transil' duos is made five years afterwards, or Sumbut 1877 ; and 
in a letter from defendent to Uhvur, written in Sumbut 1876 (or a year before tbe 
date of the contract), bo says, “ That, after a trial of three months, tbe transit 
duties have been remitted.” 

Again, it has been stated that tbo whole of tbo Ulmir district was given over 
io a separate contractor for the custom and transit duc«. What need, then, rvas there 
for making a separate contract with the defendant for record in the Eaj Diiftiir ? 
The contractor who took the whole dues would account for those of Neemrana also. 
It is possible that the transit duties maj' have been remitted, ami a separate agree- 
ment entered into with defendant, so as to enable the contractor to account for the 
deficiency in his accounts ; but this is not probable, and the Vakeels for the j^laintiff 
have produced no evidence to confirm the statement made that the transit dues for 
Eeemraua were collected and contracted for separately. When the district of 
Ncemrana was made over, and Rajah Chundurban told to enjoy the revenue, the 
Transit dues were most likely inelufled. In the sinumd of A. D. 1803, Neenn-jina 
is mentioned Avith several other districts; but in a subsequent sunmtd, signed by Lord 
Lake in 1805 in Avhich an exchange is effected behveen the Rritish Government and 
Uhvur for certain districts, Ncemraua is not one of those exchanged. There is no 
necessity, and it would bo useless, to empiirc under what stipulations Neemrana was 
to remain obedient to Uhvur, that ho should now overthroAV the allegiance Avhich he 
promised in the title-deed. 

He promised obedience, and ho how disoA\ms the pntta, and his refractory and 
rebellious conduct is sufficient cause for -Uhvur to cancel the putta, putting all other 
matter out of consideration. 

A table is attached, showing the amount of revenue collected from Ueemrana 
by Uhvur. The average amount of collections for ten years Avas Rs. 4,096 ; and in 
five of those years, the average amounted to Rs, 7,465 yearly. 

Judgment in this case Avill be given in the English Report. 

Ordered, — That the file of proceedings be sent for final instructions to the 
Agent, Governor-General, Rajpootana, and the Vakeels informed tliat their fur- 
ther attendance is not required. 

(Translated.) 

W. H. BEYNON, 

Asst. Agent, GoAT.-Genl., on Special Duty. 



C 23 ) 


APPENDIX—ULWUR- 


TRANSLATION OF DOCUMENTS PRESENTED BY THE VAKEELS OF ULWUR, 

A. 

(COPY.) 

TKEk’SY concluded hetween His Hxcellency Lieutenant-General Gerard Lahe, Commandei'- 
in- Chief of Ilis Majestfs and the Honorable Company's Forces in the East Indies, 
on the part of His Excellency the Most Noble Richard, Marquess Wellesley, Knight 
of the Most Illustrious Order of Saint Patrick, one of His Britannic Majesty s Most 
Honorable Privy Council, Captain General and Commandei'-in- Chief of all the 
Land Fo7'ces sen'i77g m the British Possessions in Lidia, a7id Govc7'7ior-Ge7ie7'al in 
Coimcil at Foi't Willia7n in Be7igal, arid Maha Rao Rajah Suivaee Bukhtawur 
Sbigh Bahadoor. 


Article the First. 

A PERMANENT fi-ieiiclsliip is established between the Honorable the English East 
India Company and Maha Hao Hajah Suwaoe Bukhtawur Singh Bahadoorj and 
between their heii’s and successors. 

Article the Second. 

The friends and enemies of the Honorable Company shall be considered the 
friends and enemies of Maha Eao Eajah ; and the friends and enemies of the Maha 
Kao Rajah shall be the friends and enemies of the Honorable Company. 

Article the Third. 

The Honorable Company shall not interfere with the country of Maha Eao Rajah, 
nor shall demand any tribute from him. 

Article the Fourth. 

In the event of any enemy evincing a disposition to attack the countries now in 
the possession of the Honorable Company, or of tlieir Allies in Hindoostan, Maha 
Eao Eajah agrees to .send the whole of his force to their assistance, and to exert 
himself to the utmost of his power to repel the enemy, and to omit no opportunity 
of proving his friendship and attachment. 

Article the Fifth. 

As from the friendship established by the second Article of the present Treaty, 
the Honorable Company become guarantee to Maha Eao Eajah for the security of 
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hie, count!’;]?; against the external enemies, Maha Eao Eajah hereby agrees that, if 
any misunderstanding shoidd rise between him and tlie Sirkar of any other Chief- 
tain, Mtihn. Rao Rajah will, in the first iustanee, submit the eause of dispute to 
the Company’s Government, that the.Governmont may endeavor to settle it ami- 
cably. If, from the obstinacy of the opposite party, no amicable terms can be 
settled, then Maha Rao Rajah may demand aid from the Company’s Government. 
In the event above stated in this Article, it will be granted ; and Maha Rao Rajah 
agrees to take upon himself the charge of the expense of such aid at the same rate 
as has been settled with tlio other Chieftains of Hiudoostan. 

Dated on the fmirteenth day of November, one thousand eight hundred and three 
of the Christian Era, agreeing with the twenty-sixth of Rujub, twelve hundred and 
eighteen Hijree, and the fifteenth of Aglmu, eighteen Inmdred and sixty >Sumbut. 

Seal, 

The Hon’ble 
E. I. Co. 

Ratified by His Excellency the Most Noble the Governor-General in Council at 
Fort William in Bengal this 19th day of December, 1803. 

(Sd.) J. LUMSDEN, 

Chief Secy, to the Government. 

B. 

Translation q/" a “ ” /ro??! General Lord Lake, to Rajah Sutcae Bukhtawur 

Singh of TJhmr, 

i 

To all Mootsuddees, present and future, as well as to Amils, Chowdrees, 
Canoongoes, Zemindars, and Cultivators of Pergunnahs Ismailpore and Moondawur, 
with the Talookas of Durbarpoor, Rutaee, Neemrana, Mandun, Ghelote, Beejwar, 
Suraie, Dadree, Loharoo, Boodwanah, and Bhoodchalnaliur, under the Soobah of 
Shahjehanabad, let it be known that behveen the Honorable the East India Com- 
pany of England and Maha Eao Eajah Suwaee -Bulditaumr Singh the friendship 
which existed has been strengthened ; tlierefore, with a view of proving and making 


(Sd.) WELLESLEY. 

„ G. LAKE. 

„ G. H. BARLOW. 

„ G. UDNY. 
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this fact public to every one, General Lord Lake directs that the Rhove"inemi'">ued 
districts be made over to tho Maha Eao Eajah for Ids expenses, subje'’t to the con=- 
currenee of the Most Noble the Governor-General, Lord Wellesley,. 


On the permission of the Governor-General being received, anothei sunmd i^ill 
be given in place of tlie present one, which will be recalled. 

UntU another siinnud arrives, this one will remain in possession of the Maha Eao 
Eajah. 


Pergunnahs Israadpore and Moondawur, with the Talookas of Durbarpore, 
Kutaee, Neemrana, Mandun, Beejwar, and Ghelote and Sm’aie, Dadree and Loharoo, 
Boodwanah and Boodchalnahur, dated the 28th November, A. D. 1803, correspond- 
ing with the 12th of Shaban, 1218 Hijree, or Aghau Sood Poorunwasee, ^umbut 
1860. 

(Sd.) LAKE. 

(Translated.) 

W. H. BEYNON, 

On Special Duty at Ulwur. 


APPENDIX -NEEMRANA. 

TRANSLATION OF DOCUMENTS PBESENTED BY THE VAKEELS OF NEEMRANA. 

0 . 

Translation of a wi'itten Agreement hg the Goomashta of Rajah 

Chundur Bhanjee. 

The following Talookas of Mandun, Neerarana, and Ghelote, &c., containing 
41 villages : — 

Neemr.ana 12 villages. 

Mandun 12 ditto. 

Ghelote 12 ditto. 

Budheeu 2 ditto (w., Geeglaua and Mehtamas). 

4 7 


Seal of 
Eajah Chun- 
durban. 
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OhciwnndcG ••• ••• •••1 viIIr^g# 

Hapamace, Perguniiah Eutaee ... 1- ditto. 

•Balnee, Perguunah Hursooa 1 ditto. - 

For one year the istumraree (eontinuative) will be Es. 8,684,’ commencing from 
the Eubbee crop of Sumbut 1860. 


On the Eubbee crop, Es. 5,211, viz . — 



On Fagoon Soodee 15th ... 

Es. 

1,303 

Chyt Soodee 15th 

}> 

1,303 

Bysak Soodee 15th 

}} 

1,303 

Jeyt Soodee 15th 

5 ) 

1,302 

From the Khureef crop of Sumbut 1861, 

Es. 

3,473, 

Katiek Soodee 15th 

Es. 

868 

Mangsur Soodee 15th 

)} ^ 

868 

Poh Soodee 15th 

}> 

868 

Mah Soodee 15 th 

}> 

OO 


As noted above, the instalments must be paid every season, and the usual deduc- 
tions, according to custom, will be made. Dated Fagoon Soodee 3rd, Sumbut 
1860. ■ . 

( Sipiature of Saligram, ) 


Dated 31st October, 1859. 

Translation of a Roobakaree” of -Captain W. H. Beynon, Assistant Agent, Gover- 
nor- General, Rajpootana, on Special Duty, 

Ulwr versus Eeejirana. 


d: 

Dated 11th April, 1805. 

Translation of a RJiureetcC from General Lord-Lake,- Gommander-in-Chief in In- 
dia, to Malia Rao Rajah Smoaee Bukhtaiour Singlu 

After Cojipliments. — The rebel FTaryan Eao, supported by the Chief of 
Eeemrana, aud Kishen Singh, of Kheree, and others, are assembled in rebellion and 
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creating disturLanco. Tlievoforo, to put a stop to tliisj a force has marched from Delluj 
and will soon arrive in tho vicinity of the rebels. I now wito to you, that yon 
should send your troops to co'-opers^ ■witli the British, and crush these rebels. Aho 
make such arrangements that tho Owl of Nqemrana, the chief seat of the rebels, bo 
destroyed. *— 






(Sd.) LAKE. 


Dated 12Tn November, 1813. 

Translation of a Utter from Sir C. Metcafe, to Rajah Chmdurlan. 


After CoJiPLUrEKTS. — ^Your letter, sent by tho hands of Dewan Chajoo 
Ram and Raie Bahadoor Singh, has reached me. I am acquainted Muth the 
contents. You wish for an interview with General hlarshall. I have written to him, 
and made tho letter over to your Agents, from presenting which 3 mu will obtain a 
meeting. As he advises you, so do. If you can make up your dispute with Eao 
Rajah Buklitaumr Singh, it will bo well ; otherwise you will have to .follow any 
instructions the General may givo'you. 


(Sd.) 0. T. METCALFE. 


E. 

Dated 21st June. 

Translation of a Utter f'om Major Cainjpbell, to the Malta Rao Rajah of Ulwur. 

Atter Compldients. — ^Your letter, with note from the General, requesting 
you to recall Dewan Nundlal, has reached me. From tho letter, it appears the 
General wishes you to send some one else in tho place of tho Dowan. It appears to 
me that, in consequence of his neglect and apathy in not aiding with tho army under 
him, that he (the Dowan) has been sent for by the Gener.al. All this took place be- 
fore the fall of Neemrana, and before I was appointed to this duty. My stay in tliis 
district will be short. After tho departure of Nundlal this force will soon march, as, 
after tho Dewan has left, there will be no man of authority left. It would bo 
better for you to wait until my force has left, and tlien you can do as you think 
best. At present I have some business to transact witli him ; therefore let him remain ^ 
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,t fo'v doyfa- He ’s nipo ^tcU informed, and I am acquainted witlilxim. ' If you send a 
i’ow man, n will be impossible Ic caiTy on business so well witli him as I can with 
one wlio has been aecustomed to the work. 

When the army marches from this, your tJianmh -will bo placed at Mandun 
and Jleomrana. 

By the blessing of God, my wound is healing ; and tliose villains, Harayan Eao 
and Rajah Ohmidm'ban, have been driven out of this Zillah. 

I have been pleased to hear of j'our welfare. May God prosper you ! Write 
to mo as long as I have not the pleasure of seeing you. 

(Sd.) ALEX. CAMPBELL. 


F. 

Dated 1st XottEJiBER, 1815, corbespondikg with lOra MoHTTBRUsr, 1231 Hijree. 

Traicslation of a Klnirccta'' from Sir Charles Metcalfe, to the address 
of the Maha Rao Rajah of Ulwur. 

Be, it knovm to you that Rajah Chimdurban Bahadoor, in accordance witlx 
your invitation, is coming to pay you a visit. Ho doubt, as ho is a visitor and a 
friend, and morcox'er an ancient branch of your family, you will certainly receive 
him with all due honor and kindness, by which act your name will be exalted and 
I shall bo pleased. 

All is well. Write mo : I shall be rejoiced to hear of your welfare at all 
times. 


■ G. 

Dated Fagoon Soodee Teej 3rd, SmiBUT 1872. 

Translation of a ‘^Rutta'’ heai'ing the seal of DeicanBalmuh.ind and S7'ce Thalcoor 
Aklmj Singh Bankaiout, to Bewan Bujeenath, Gomashia of Rajah Chimdin'hhanjee. 

The undermentioned villages of the Pergunnali Neemrana, &c., are made over 
by the Sirkar to Rajah Ohundurbau, as a maintenance, to commence from the 
Rubbee Fussul of Sumbut 1872. 
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Fifteen villages, as follows : — 

Pergunnali Neemrana, 11. 

1 village. 

1 ditto. 

2 villages, 
1 village. 

1 ditto. 

1 ditto. 

1 ditto. 

1 ditto. 

1 ditto. 

1 ditto. 



... 11 villages. 

Pergunnali Kurnee Kote Hapa Makee 

... 2 villages. 

Pergunnali Burrode Goodapowana 

... 1 village. 

Pergunnali Mandun Byhrampore 

... 1 ditto. 


4 villages. 


Therefore cultivate these villages. Whatever they yield expend j and continue 
obedient to the Government. 

By permission of Eamoo Khuwass, and by the verbal order of Dewan ^am 
LaU. 

H. 

Dated Jeyt Budee 10th, Sumbut 1876. 

Translation of a Letter from Rajah Chwidurhan, to Dewan Saligram. 

After Compliments. — It is some time since I heard from you ; therefore 
write again. Sail Eamdhun has written to you, from which you will be acquainted 
5 8 
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Tiili the news. I no'v?' write to you that the power of the JRaj exists here, and when 
iho Eajali married he ga.ve me all confidence, and I have since then had faith in the 
Raj ; all will be right. The Rajah has let me off paying the custom dues, after seeing 
what -dioy yield during three months ; but this is nothing. This house has the favor 
oi the and what I relate to you is already- hnowm to His Highness. Tlirough 
tho Rajah':' favor I shall exist, and I have all confidence in the JRaj and the officials. 
Pmu these f.ve unfortunate days. Keep friendship with me. Consider this as 
private, and write to me. 


I. 

TRAHSI.A.TION o/ written Agreement signed by Joshee Chajoo Ram, Gomashta of Rajah 

ChundurbJianjee. 

The custems duos of tho villages of the Nirhanah and the village of Neem- 
Tsma for one year, amoimting to Es. 526, 1 agree to give by instalments, as fol- 
lows : — 

First six months, Rs. 263. Hallee of Jeypore. 
tSecond six months, „ 263 

Written Magsur Buddee 3rd, Sumbut 1877. 

• ( Signature of Chajoo Ram.) 


J. 

Dated 14th Jult, 1826. 

Translation of a Letter from Sir Charles Metcalfe to Rajah Bulwunth Singh. 

After Cosipliments. — In accordance with the decision of the British Gov- 
ernment, Maha Rao Rajah Suwaee Bunneh Singh Bahadoor consigned to you half 
of the districts of Tejara, Tupookra, Eutaee, Moodawur, Kishunghur, and other 
places, which had been made over by the British Government to the late Maha 
Rao Rajah Bukhtawnr Singh, and a sum of money in lieu of the other half of the 
said districts, as shown in the agreement bearing His Highness’s seal, copied below ; 
and for furtlier assurance I write that the British Government is security, and, in 
conformity with the said engagement, the British Government will be guarantee to 
both parties for the carrying out of the same. Rest assured of this, and make good 
arrangements for the prosperity of your districts. 
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Dated 4th Rhjjitb, 1241 Hijree, corresponding with May Soodt 6th, 188^ ' 

Translation of the Agi'eement on the fart of Maha JEtao Rajah Smvaee Bunneh Bingn 

Bahadoor. 

Op the districts of Tejara, Tupookra, Rutaee, Moodawm &c,, which were 
made over by the Honorable East India Company, through the hi to Ccnera* Lord 
Lake, to the late Maha Bao Rajah Bukhtawur Singh, under instructions from the 
British Government, I agree to make over half of the said districts, and an annual 
sum of money in lieu of the other half, to my brother. Rajah Bulwunth Singh Baha- 
door, his heirs and successors by blood. The said Rajah Bulwunth Singh will be 
entire master of the lands and the amounts of money payment j but on failure of a 
legitimate male issue of Bukhtawur Singh, or his heirs, these districts will revert 
to the Ulwur principality, and no adopted son of Bulwunth Singh or his heirs will 
be allowed to possess the said districts and the money payment. The districts to be 
made over will be those adjoining the districts of the British territory, and under 
the protection of the said Government, that brotherly friendship will continue 
between Rajah Bulwunth Singh and myself ; and for the fulfilment of this engage- 
ment the British Government is security. 


K 

Dated 31st October, 1826. 

Translation of a Letter from Sir Charles Metcalfe to Rajah Buhminih Singh. 

Apter Compliments. — In compliance with your request, I called upon Maha 
Rao Rajah Suwaee Bunneh Singh Bahadoor to furnish me with a memorandum of the 
districts and their revenue, as well as the amount to be made over to you. Enclosed 
is a reply received from him, together with its enclosure (a memorandum of the re- 
venue;, and on its perusal you will learn the amount. of revenue of the districts and 
money payment 

(Sd.) C. T. METCALFE, 

Resident 


Dated 23rd October, 1826. 

Translation of a Letter from Maha Rao Rajah Bunneh Singh to Sir Charles 

Metcalfe. 

Your letter calling for the names of the districts, with their revenue, which 
have been made over to my brother, Rajah Bulwunth Singh, and the amount of 
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fjjoney paynietit to be made m lieu of certain districts, and the mode which the 
sum to be ]>a>d. for the assurance of tlie Rajah, reached me. 

I beg to enclose for your information a list of the districts, -with amount of 
revenue thereof, and the amount of cash payment in lieu of certain r^istricts ; also 
a memorandum liow tho instalments are payable. ' 


Translation ^ fl Memorandum of Revenue of the distidcts granted hy the. 
ernment collected in 11 years^ according to the accounts m the Raj Duft^^'i 
age for one year. 

Total revenue of the ceded districts for 11 years ... Es. 43,55,747 

Average for one year ... ... ... ,, 3,95,977 

Revenue of the district ui lieu of ichieh money payment will be 

For 11 years. Average foi] ^ J<^ar. 


Kishungurh 

Rs. 11,31,499 

Rs. 1,02,86^ 3 

9 

Ismailpoor 

„ 1,91,212 

„ 17,982 14 

9 

Kuthoomuf 

„ 7,89,290 

„ 71,763 8 

6 

Total, 

Rs. 21,12,001 

Rs. *1,92,600 0 

0 

• Payment of monthly instalments of Rs. 16,000 has been fixed. 

Revenue of four districts made over to Bulwunth 


Singh, for 11 years ... 

• • • • • ^ 

... Rs. 22,4^'^^3 
... „ 2,0f.S77 


Average of tlie above for one year 

* • • • • • 


For 11 years. 

Average for ^ 

Tojara 

Rs. 7,78,512 

Rs. 70,773 13 

9 

Tupookra ... ’ 

„ 2,84,940 

„ 25,849 2 

0 

Knrneekote 

„ 8,03,748 

„ 73,068 0 

0 

Mauduii 

„ 3,77,146 

„ 34,286 

0 


Total, Rs. 22,44,346 Rs. 2,03, 97^^ 0 0 
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L. 

Datbd 15th SeptembjSE, 1831, 

TeanslATIOH of a Letter from Mr. William Martin to Rajah Buliuurd'h 

Your letter complaining against Eajali Pirthee Siugli of Neemr^ua for not 
obeying jou in respect to Neemrana being a Jagbeer of Tejara, and req^uesting me 
not to listen to any of liis statements, and that his Yakeel should be dismissed from 
attending at the Residency, has reached me. I am acquainted with its contents, and 
have examined all the papers. I have written a letter to the Rajah, requesting that 
he should obey you, and that all business regarding Neenu'ana should be transacted 
through Tejara, and that he should have no direct communication with this OfBce. 
Orders have been given to dismiss the Vakeel of Neemrana, and tliat he should not 
wait on this Residencj\ A copy of this letter I have given to your Yakeel. 


M. 

Dated 11th September, 1840. 

Translation 0/" a “ /rom Colonel J. Sutherland, Agent, Governor- General, 

Eaj'pootana, to Malta Rao Rajah Bunneh Singh, of Dlwur. 

A COPY of my letter in the matter of the districts of Mandun and Ghelote, 
addressed to the Rajah of Neerarana, agreeably to instructions received from the 
Supreme Government, is enclosed herewith for your information, from the perusal 
of which you will learn all about them. 

(Sd.) J. SUTHERLAND, 
Agent, Governor-General. 


Dated 10th September, 1840. 

Translation of copy of Letter from Colonel J. Sutherland to Rajah Pirthee Singh 

of Neemrana. 

Copies of your letters, with copy of a khvreeta from the Maha Rao Rajah 
of Ulwur, regarding your claim against Ulwur to the districts of Mandun and 
Ghelote, were submitted to Government with my Report ; and in reply tliereto I have 
been informed that the Governor-General has been pleased to order that this case 
is not one for the British Government to interfere in. 

2 9 
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Dated 1st Jult, 1841. 

TrMTSI ATIOH of o, ■''' Khureeta" from Colonel Sutherland to Rajah Bidvmntli Singh, of 

Tejara. 

Previous to tTiis I received a petition from your Vakeel, in wkich' he used 
the word Jagheerdar in reference to the Bajali Pirthee Singh of Neemrana. The 
petition also contained other matter regarding boundary disputes between Tejara 
and Neemraffa. You are aware that Neemrana was given to Rajah Pirthee Singh by 
Maha Rajah Bunneh Singh; therefore Rajah Pirthee Singh is a Jagheerdar of the 
Ulwur State, and, although it was included in the other Pergunnahs of Tejara, it does 
not follow that he is a Jagheerdar of Tejara. It is improper, therefore, to use the 
word Jagheerdar. 


0 . 

Dated 16th February, 1842. 

Translation of a Letter from Colonel Sutherland, Agent, Governor- General, Raj- 

pootana, to the Rajah of Neemrana, 

A LETTER from the Rajah of Tejara, forv'arding copy of a letter from 
Mr. William Martin, late Resident at Delhi, to your address, dated 8th August, 1831, 
has reached me. I send them to you. From the contents of the letter, it appears 
plain enough that you are a Jagheedar of Tejara ; therefore I write and request you 
will act up to the instructions conveyed by Mr. Martin. Do not go against the 
orders of the Rais of Tejara, or it will not be well for jmu. 


P. 

Dated 10th December, 1841. 

Translation of a Petition from Balkishen, Vakeel of the Rajah of Neemrana, to the ad- 
dress of Colonel J. Sutherland, Resident of Rajasthan. 

Aeter Compliments. — Whatever papers I have received, together with other 
papers regarding the Neemrana case, I send with this petition. I hope you will 
peruse them, and, after a careful examination, issue whatever orders you consider 
right. 
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Oedered, — that an ans^ei' be written that your mastei I5 a Jagheei'fis/ ot 
Tejara ; therefore make your wishes kno-iVTi to that State for tlie settlement of your 
boundary disputes. It is unnecessary such papers shoujd be sent to lue. 

(Sd.) J. SUTHEBLaND, 
Agent, Governor-Greneral 

~Q. 

Dated 11th BIabch, 1845. 

Translation q/" n “ A/iumia” /roni Major C. Thoreshy, Officiating Agent, Governor- 
General, Rajpootana, to the address of Sirhar" Uhour ( so in the vernacular). 

Orders of Government of India conveyed in letter No. 511, of the 28th 
February, 1845, have been received in reply to my despatch, to the effect that the 
districts, &c., in the possession of Rajah Bulwnnt Singh, deceased, — viz., Tejara, 
Tupooki'a, Moodawur, and Eutaee, — together with Rs. 1,92,000 annual payment, or 
instalments of Rs. 16,000 monthly, in lieu of other districts (which were, according 
to the orders of the British Government, made over by the Ulwur State to the 
deceased ; Rajah Bulwunt Singh), have lapsed to the Ulmir State in consequence 
of the demise of Rajah Bulwunth Singh without legitimate male issue ; and that they 
be made over to Rao Rajah Bunneh Singh, together with other property of the 
deceased; and the monthly payment of instalments also ceases. Rao Rajah Bunneh 
Singh will consider himself responsible for the discharge of all debts due by the 
deceased. I therefore address you that you will annex the said districts of the 
deceased Rajah to your State, and manage them satisfactorily, and restore confidence 
to the inhabitants thereof. Take possession also of all animals and dead-stock be- 
longing to the deceased, and, after due enquiry, order the payment of all arrears due 
to servants, troops, and relatives of the late Rajah. Should there be any delay in 
settling these by the Ulwur State, measures will be taken by the Officiating Agent, 
Governor-General. I enclose herewith four copies of my Notification announcing 
tliat the districts of Tejara, Tupookra, Moondawur, and Rutaee, belonging to the 
deceased Rajah Bulwunt Singh, are made over to the Ulwur Government. This 
Notification is to be made public in each of the districts. A copy of a perwannah 
issued to the officers of the Tejara Rajah is also sent, from which you udll knqw 
everything. 

(Translated.) 

W. H. BEYNON, 

On Special duty at Ulwur. 
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R. 

Statemeot showing the Amount of Revenue collected for 12 years hj the Ulitnir State of 
the 15 villages of the Pergunnah Mandun^ novo in the Talooha of the Jagheerdar of 
Reemrana. 


SCMBUT XIAES AND BEABOKS. 


Sumbut 

joar. 

Season 

Khuroof. 

Season 

Rubboo. 

Total. 


Rs. As. P 

Rs. As. P. 

Rs. As. P. 

I860 

• •• 


• «* 

1861 


... 


1803 

2,370 4 0 

1,409 7 0 

8,779 11 0 

1863 

1,351 0 0 

1,460 9 0 

2,811 9 0 

1864 

««• 

... 

• •• 

1865 

2,184 11 6 

3,417 0 0 

5.601 11 C 

1866 


... 

... 

1887 


216 0 0 

216 0 0 

1868 

183 0 0 

418 IS 6 

601 13 6 

1869 

5,886 0 6 

6,819 4 9 

12,685 6 3 

1870 

6,165 2 6 

3,760 8 6 

9,915 11 0 

1871 

... 

««< 


1872 

6,049 12 6 

.#« 

6,049 12 6 

Total, 

23,129 16 0 

17,531 10 9 

40,661 0 9 


Remabks. 


From BPftson Rnbboo of Sumbnt I860 to Rub- 
boo IBClf tbo revenue of those villages were 
contrnctoil to the Affoiit of Rajob C'linndur- 
ban, together with other villages, number- 
ing in nil 41. And in Snmbnt 1864, the revo- 
nno of Pergnnnnh Mandun was contracted to 
Ujmoree Singh for Rs. 19,833 ; and from Sum- 
hut 1866 to 1868 to Chhaj Chela, forRs. 34,983 
per nnnnm. 

In Sumbut 1871, the rovonuo of Porgnnnah 
Knrnoekoto was contracted for Rs. 27,216, and 
the revenue of Burodo contracted to Moorleo 
Singh and Sirdar Singh for Rs. 28,501 in Sum- 
but 1871; and therefore the revenue collection 
of tho 15 villages contracted with their res- 
poctivo Porgnimahs. From Sumbut 1872, the 
15, villages in question were given to Rajah 
Chundurban in Jaghoor. 


W. H. BEYNON, 

On Special duty at Ulwur. 


Dated Camp UlVur, the 18th November, 1859. 

From Assistant Agent, Governor- Genei'al, Rajpootana, on Special Duty, to Offidaitng 

Agent, Governor- General, Rajpootana. 

Sir, — Witli reference to your letter. No. 1144, of tlie 8th September last, 
deputing me to Ulwur for the pturpose of enquiring into the dispute between that. 
Durbar and the petty Chiefship of Neemrana, respecting the dependency of the latter 
on the former, I have the honor to report that I reached Ulwur on the 6th ultimo, 
and entered on my duties as soon as the Agents appointed by the contending parties 
presented themselves. 
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2. In my letter to your address, dated ITtli September last, I reported liiai ^ 
had failed in obtaining any correspondence bearing on the Neemrana case among 
the records of the Eajpootana Agency left nnder my charge at Mount Aboo ; bu', 
from the information I gathered, it ajipears that the hies and papers of the enquiry 
previously made by Captains Hardcastlc and Nixon, under the orders of the late Sir 
Henry Lawrence, K. c. B., were takeir by that officer to Lucknow. 

3. A copy of Capiain Hardcastle’s rodbaharee, in the vernacular, with his \dews 
in the case, was presented by the Neemrana Vakeels and attached to my file. I also 
procured a copy from the Bhurtpore Political Agent of Captain Nixon’s Eeport to Sir 
Henry Lawrence,. K. c. B., which is enclosed. No other documents were forth- 
coming. 

4. I have, however, gone through the whole afresh, as though no former en- 
quiry had taken place, and called for papers wliich had not been before presented ; 
besides eai'efully inspecting tlie accounts and revenue papers in connection with 
Neemrana and Uhvur. 

5. I have now the honor to submit tlie original. file and proceedings, with 
translations of the most important papers brought forward by both parties in sup- 
port of their respective claims. 

6. It will be necessary, however, to a full understanding of the question, that 
I should make a brief sketch of the Neenirana State since its connection with the 
Uhvur Principality. 

7. Neemrana was one of the many petty States imder the Mahratta rule which 
yielded to the British Government during tlie operations of the forces under Lord 
Lake in Upper India in A. D. 1803. 


8. On the 14th November of tlie same year a treaty^ of friendship was con- 

^ „ eluded between the Honorable the East India Com- 

* See Appendix A.— Uhvur. ^ ^ , 

pany and the Maha Eao of Ulwur. On the 28th 
November, 1803, Neemrana, with several other districts, were conferred upon 

Ulwur, for which she holds a siinnud f signed by 
Lord Lake. 


f See Appendix B. — Uhvur. 


9. Eajab Chundurban was at this time the Chief of Neemrana ; and Bukhta- 
wur Sing, thp I’uler of Ulwur, on obtaining this addition to his territorj’-, made over 
a portion of his districts, containing 41 villages, including the talooka of Neemrana, 


4 


10 
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ic Hajati Cliundurban, as a continuative possession (istemrm'ee), subject to tbe pay- 
ment of an annual tribute of JEts. 8,684, Tlie first instalment of tins tribute for tbe 
Rubbee of Sumbut 1860, amounting to Es. 4,610, after making tlie usual deductions 
for village expenses, appears in tbe Durbaj* accounts as paid. 

10. In tbe following year, Sumbut 1861 or 1862, Eajab Cliundurban gave 
asylum to Earayan Eao, one of tbe Mabratta Chiefs who bad been opposing tbe 
British troops. In A. D. 1805, a force marched aganst Neemrana, and Ulivur was 

called upon to co-operate. * On tbe approach of tbe 
British column, Narayan Eao and Eajab Cbmidur- 
ban fled. Tbe latter took shelter in Je 3 'pore. Tbe Clwur Durbar took possession 

of tbe disti'ict, and enjoj^ed tlie revenue up to A. D. 
t See Appendix B. TJlwnr. 1815. A table showing the amount realized is 

annexed, f 


Sea Appendix D. — Ulivur. 


11. Eor sheltering Narayan Eao, an enemy of tbe British Government, 
Cbundurban was proclaimed an outlaw, and not allowed to enter tbe Uhvur terri- 
tor 3 % He continued in banishment until A. D. 1813. 


12. Tbe Ulwur Durbar bad at this time (A. D. 1813) in her possession tbe 
two forts of Doobee and Sukurwa, with tbe territories adjacent to them. These she 
had talien from Jej'pore, and paid no attention to tbe repeated'requests of tbe para- 
mount Power for their restoration. 


13. A militaiy force W’as assembled, and a demonstration made against tbe 

capital. A proclamation^ issued giving notice of 
tbe intended march of tbe British troops, and a 
copy sent by Sir C. Metcalfe to Eajab Cbmidurban, who asked permission to be 

allowed to accompany the force. In tbe letter § 
from Sir C. Metcalfe granting tbe permission, he 
advises him, if possible, to make up his difference with Ulwur. Eajab Cbundurban 
accompanied tbe force, and, after the service was accomplished, returned to 
Delhi. 


J Appendix No. 1— Neemrana. 


§ Appendix No. 2 — Neemrana. 


14. About the end of A. D. 1815, Eajab Cbundurban appears to have come 
to a good understanding with the Ulwur Durbar, and was invited to visit the Eao 
Rajah Bukhtawur Singh. Sir C. Metcalfe also wrote to tbe Eao Eajab, expressing 
a wish that be would receive Cbundurban with kindness and favor.* His wishes 
. , „ tt, "^ere attended to, and Eajab Cbundurban re- 

stored to tbe estate he formerly held. 
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- 15. In the puUa (grant) making over possession of the estate, it is written™ 

Cultivate tliese villages. Whatever they yield 
t See Appendix G.—Ulwur. , u t j. a ji n 

expend ; .and continue obedient to the Grovern- 

ment” (Sirkar).t 

16. ‘ Eajah Chundurban took possession of his estate, and received, a congratu- 

latory letter from the Resident at Delhi on the 
t Appendices 3 nnd 4— Neemrana. . , « , . , 

occasion, and, ftom his correspondence, seems to 

have been on good terms with Ulwur, and had complimentary letters firpm the 

Governor-General, as well as others in authority, and visited the Governor-General 

at Delhi. $ 

17. On the death of Maha Rao Bukhtawur Singh of Ulwur, his two sons 
Bunneh Singh and Bulwimt Singh were minors and reigned jointly ; the latter, how- 
ever, was illegitimate. In 1825 a revolution took place, by which the illegitimate 
son was rejected from his participation in the 'Raj. These differences were settled 
through the intervention of the paramount power. 

18. A division of the country was made. Bulwunth Singh had conferred on 

. him a portion of tlie territory made over to Ul- 

§ Appendix J.-Ulwnr. u riri ^ c -v 

wur by Lord Lake, and a sum of money in lieu of 

the estates retained by Uhvur.§ Neemrana Avas one of those districts made over to 

Buhvunth Singh. 

19. It is since this arrangement that R.ajah Chundurban and his successors 
have endeavoured to establish themselves as independent ; first of all, on the plea 
that, as the estate was a gift of the Uhvur Durbar, he Avas in no Avay a Jagheerdar of 
Rajah Bulwunth Singh of Tejara, though in a letter to Uhvur he acknoAvledges him- 
self under obligations to that Durbar, and asks AA-^hat its Avishes are. This was Avhen 
it was thought that the ruler of Tejara had designs against Neemrana. 

20. In A. D. 1845, Rajah Bulwunth Singh of Tejara died without legitimate 

issue, Avhereupon the estates made over to 
II Appendix Q.— Ulwur. a j a tti i at. a a- at. 

him reverted to Uhvur, under the terms of the 

agreementJI made on their transfer. 

21. Rajah Bejee Singh, grandson of Rajah Chundurban, was noAV in pos- 
session of Neemrana, and the Uhvur Durbar appear to have determined to show 
that they had a right to exercise their authority over the State, and placed a thannah 
at Neemrana. 
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22 Toe ITeemrana Chief remonstrated against tliis measure, and made repro- 
.^entationa tc the Age nt, Governor-General, requesting that instructions might be 
issued for the vrithdrawal of the ihannah. The Ulwur Durbar was addressed, and 
the tliannah removed to a town in the vicinity. 

23= Matters, however, did not improve ; differences still continued ; disputes and 
affrays continually occurred in the border villages. The Ulwur Oliiof now resolved 
on decided steps; so in January, 1856, a force appeared before Neemrana, invested 
it, and jireparations were Ijoing made for tlie attack, when Captain Hardcastle, the 
Officiating Politic->' pi’em. Joyporc, hoard of the affair, and, repairing to the spot, 
caused the withdrawal of the Ulwur troops. 

24. Tliese disturbances led to the deputation of Captain ’L'ixon, Assistant 
Agent, Governor-General, to make enquiries, the result of which I have already 
alluded to in a former paragraph. 

25. After a careful review of the vernacular papers presented to me by the 
vakeels of both parties, I have no hesitation in expressing my views of the case. 
I consider that the Uhvur Durbar has fully substantiated its claim to the petty 
Cliiefship of Ueemrana being one of its Jagheers. 

26. In 1808, Neernrana was a possession of the British Government, and dis- 
posed of it to Uhvur, for which she shows her proprietary right by the sunnud granted 
by Lord Lake on the part of the East Lidia Company. Ulwur was therefore at 
liberty to confer tlie estate on whom she pleased. She gave it over to Rajah Chundur- 
ban, with otlier estates, subject to the payment of a cert.ain annual tribute. Chun- 
durban rebelled, and was an outlaw for 10 or 12 ye.ars. During this period Ulwur 
had possession, and returned it in 1815, with this proviso, that Rajah Chundurban 
should remain obedient to the State. 

27. The Neemrana Vakeels, in support of their claim, presented a number of 
complimentary letters received from different Residents and Agents at Delhi and 
Rajpootana, and lay great stress on the fact of Neemrana having had a vakeel in at- 
tendance at the Delhi and Rajpootana Agencies, and through them transacted busi- 
ness direct with those in authority, as other independents Chiefs in Rajpootana. 

28. Not a single letter, however, shows that Necmriina is independent of Ulwur, 
nor is there any proof of this produced. There is no simmid from the British 
Government, and the only document which establishes her right to the estate is the 
pntta given by Ulwur, with the proviso required of every Jagheerdar — obedience to 
the State. 
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29. " is conferred hi pevpotinty to Uic peivs of CKundi )’■' 

ban, so that even if his successors had not been guilty of rebellion and non-observ 
ance.ot the obligations required of them, this fact alone would lop'^'e Ulwur at luli 
liberty to resume tlie estate. 

30. Captain Hardcastle strongly advocates the ISfeemrana case, and declores 
it to 'be independent, — a decision at which I feel assured he would not have arrived 
■had he seen all the papers now presented. His reasons for this conclusion are m 
accordance wuth the claim put forth before me by the Noemrana Vakeels, viz : — 

Isi. — That the Neemrana Cliiefs have corresponded with the several Kesi- 
dents and Agents, and been ti’eated as other independent Chiefs in Eajpobtana. 

2nd . — That Heemrana has had a Vakeel of her own at the British Oour-ts, 
and all business h.as been carried on through this Agent. 

3rd. — ^That TIlwuc has, on several occasions, been requested to remove her 
iliannahs from Heemrana. 


31. With reference to the Isi and 2nd arguments set forth, I shall merely 
reply that if on these grounds Neemrana can claim her independence, there is 
scarcely a petty Chief or officer of rank and respectability, who are Jagheerdars 
in Kajpootana, that could not on the same plea claim his independence. 

32. At the Delhi "Residency in former days, and now, as you are fully aware, at 
the Eaipootana Agency, there are always some Vakeels from potty Chiefs representing 
the interests of their employers. All of them have some questions to put, some busi- 
ness of more or less importance to transact, which is managed through these Agents. 


33. With regard to the Zrd question, the TJlwur Durbar has no doubt been 
' addressed by the several Agents, who gave their 

” ^ advice .and recommended the removal of the than- 

nalts from Neerarana itself to a place in the vicinity, 
out of respect to the dignity of the Chief, but not in consequence of his being 
independent ; indeed, the letters* show the contrary. 


34. Captain Hixon expresses his views respecting Ulwur’s claims*" on Neemnana 
in the 11th p<ar<agr<aph of his letter to Sir Henry L<awrence, K. c. b., No. 92, d.ated 


* Sea letter attached. 

“ I have seen the 
“ tories to.Ulwur. 
2 


28th May, 1856, as follows : — “ I conceive there is 
no doubt that Neemrana is a dependency of Ulwur. 
original document, signed by Lord L.ake, giving over the terri- 
Ncemraua is mentioned in this document as one of the pergunnahs 
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ceded to Ulwnr. Thus the jndeponclenco of Neomranu Tvas extinguished by an 
!!ct of tlie British Government.” 

35. In the 19th paragraph of his letter above quoted, Captain Nixon alludes to 
'die atfray between some horsemen of Ulwur and Neomrana, into wliich he had been 
enquiring, and says, “ I regret to be obliged to express my conviction that the atfray 

that occurred was wilfully occasioned b}’- the Rajah of Neemrana’s desire to at- 
trjict attention to his position, and obtain liis separation from Ulwur and recogni- 
tion as an independent prince bj-- the British Government.” He recommends the 
Chief being fined the sum of two thousand rupees for sending an armed force into 
the Ulwur territory and causing the loss of life, “ and that Colonel Sutherland’s in- 
structions to him to yield obedience to the Ulwur State bo enforced, and his Ya- 
‘‘ keel dismissed.” 

36. No final orders were issued in this case. The Yakeels, howeverj were dis- 
missed from attendance at the Rajpootana Agency, by the instructions of tlie late 
Sir Henry Lawrence, K. c. n., and Agent, Governor-General. 

37. From all that has transpired, and the present feeling of the Neomrana 
Cliief, who stoutly maintains that he is in no way connected with Ulwur, or a 
Jaglieerdar of that State, it is expedient tliat some clear and definite instructions in 
this matter be at once issued. 

38. I beg therefore to suggest tliat, for his past misconduct, and with a idew of 
preventing a recurrence of the same, the Chief of Nccmnana he fined the sum of two 
thousand rupees, as suggested by Captain Nixon ; that he be informed that he is a 
Jagheerdar of the Ulrnir State; that, as such, he bo called upon to show good faitli, 
loyalty, and obedience to that Durbar, as required of him in the putta conferring 
the estate on his ancestors ; and that, should it again bo necessary for tlie British 
Government to interfere, severer and more stringent mcasui'es than tlie present will 
be adopted. 

39. I should have proposed a heavier penalty on Neemrana had the present 
ruler been the originator of this dispute ; but Ishreo Singh has succeeded to the 
Cliiefsliip since the affray of 1856 above alluded to, in wliich his father, the date 
Rajah Bejee Singh, was the aggressor. 


I have, &c., 

W. H. BEYNON, 

Asst. Agent, Go\T.-Genl., Rajpootana. 
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18SO. 

No. 796-155, DATED Mount Aboo, the 17th August, 1860. 

From Officiating Agent, Governor- General, for the States of JRajpootana, to Secretarg 
to Government of India, Foreign Department. 

Sir, — I have the honor to inform you that in September last I deputed my 
Assistant, Captain Bejmon, to enquire into and report on the question at issue be- 
tween the Ulwur Durbar and the Chief of Neemrana in respect of the dependency 
of the latter upon the former, and the claim of Ulwur to consider this petty Chief- 
ship as one of its Jagheers. 

2. Li the enclosed Report of the 18th November from Captain Reyn on, the his- 
tory of the entire connection between the two States has been carefully enquired into, 
and the result leaves no doubt on m 3 * mind as to the validit}' of Uhvnir’s claim to 
consider Neomrana as one of its dependencies. 

3. Tlie documents which accompanied this Report are so very numerous that I 
do not think it necessary to trouble Government with such a mass of papers, but it 
may suffice if I detail the few points on which decision must rest, and transmit 
copies of those documents more particularly bearing on them (A., B., C., G., 
and J,). 

4. The case for Ulwur \s, first, the siinnud granted (B.) by Lord Lake to Rajali- 
Suwaee Bukhtawur Singh of Ulwm*. In this, Neemrana, among other estates, is dis- 
tinetty stated to be made over to the Maha Rao Rajah. 

2ndly. — The agreement between the Ulwur State and the Agent of Rajah 
Chundurban (C.) gives the estate only in istemraree on the outlawr}’- of Rajah 
Chundurban. The Ulwar Durwar took possession of it in 1805, and enjoyed its 
revenue (para. 19) up to A. D. 1815. 

Srdlg. — The Ulwur Durbar again came to a good understanding with Rajah 
Chundurbanl who had been in outlawry, and an agreement was entered into be- 
tween Dewan Bahnookund on the part of Uhvar, and Dewan Bujeenath, Agent 
of Chundurban, (G.) wherein ho was again granted certain estates, one of the provi- 
sions being that ho should continue obedient to the Government of Ulwur. 

Athlg. — In 1825, a division" of the Ulwur State took place under the guarantee 
of the British Government, (J.) Bailee Singh retaining Ulwur, — Tejara, Neemraha, 
and other districts, being made over to his illegitimate brother Bulwunth Singh. On 
the death of the latter, the estates reverted to Banee Singh. 

12 
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Governor-General in Oouncil concurs in the vieiv which you have taken of tins cast, 
Neemranawas made over by the British Government to Ulwurin 1803, and whether 
it was among the districts which fell to the lot of Bulwunth Singh-in 1825, or not, it 
must still belong to Uiwur. But considering tlie doubt that has been so long allowea 
to hang over the case. His Excellency in Council does not tliink it would be right 
to impose a fine of Ks, 2,000 on Heemrana, as suggested by Captain Beynon in the 
38th paragraph of his Eeport. 

2. Captain Bejuion is entitled to credit for the satisfactory manner in which 
ho has performed the duty entrusted to him. 

I have, &c., 

A. L. YOUNG, 

Hy. Secy to Govt, of India. 

No. 998, DATED Ajmere, the 12th October, 1860. 

From Major W. F. Eden, Officiating Agent^ Governor- General, Rajpootana, to Lieute- 
nant E. C. Impey, Political Agent, Uliour. 

Sir, — Eeferring to the correspondence on tlie subject of Neemrana, I have the 
honor to transmit for your information and guidance the papers in original as received 
from Captain Beynon, togetlier with copy of my letter. No. 796-155, of 17th August 
last, and of the reply thereto from Government, No. 4616, of 4th, current. 

I have, &c., 

W. F. EDEN, 

Ofig. Agent, Govr.-Genl., Eajpootana. 

No. 1003, DATED Camp Ajmere, the 13th October, 1860. 

From Major W. F. Eden, Officiating Agent, Govei'nor-Gene^'ol, Rajpootana, to Captain 
Beynon, Assistant Agent, Governor- General, Rajpootana. 

Sir, — In reference to your Eeport No, , of 18th November, 1859, on the 

matter at issue between Uiwur and Neemrana, I have tlie honor to transmit copy 

. No. «1», d.w «h Oclcbcr. 1860. No. 796-156, of 17th 

August, 1860, on the- subject, and of the reply 

thereto.* 


I have, &c., 

W. F. EDEN, 

Ofig. Agent, Govr.-Genl., Eajpootana. 
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1^0 07B., T)A'jr.D TTnvcii. -''in 8’"H Drcr.injEn, 1860. 

Ftf,))! .ueiUCi’f.'oa i'/. 0. Podti/'at tUuni^ Ulwitr. lO Brigadier-General G. Sl.P. 

C. i.., Piocn^ the Goxtrhoi ~ General foi fhe States of liajpootanu. 

— I {i:^x-o tbc liuiior to aoknowlcdgo the receipt, on flic 2-ltli ultimo, of letter 
9v>8, -lau-.d the 12lh Octobci, 3860, with Yernacular j’roecedings, from the 

Ofiiciating Agent, Governor-Gcncml, Hnjpootana 

* tultci i’to. 4010, dated dtli Oo. u c • r i- i -i 

tobei, i860, from the Deputy Score. States, forwarding tor my intormation and guid- 

tary, Govcrainoutof India. to Onicmt- dccisiou of tllO GoVCmor-Gcneral in 

ID'.- Ageiil, Govcrnor-betioral, linj- 

pootana States. Council* in favour of this Durbar, to the effect 

that the pettj* Chiofship of Neemrana is a dependent Jaghcor of Ulwur. 


2. I jiroposc proceeding towards Iscemrana, and in an interview with the 
Chief intimating to him this decision. Bj- this means I have a hope of, by per- 
sonal persuasion, adjusting the matter amicably, and of inducing the Chief to return 
with me to Ulwur to pay his respects to, and nualcohis jieace Avith, the Durbar, From 
ray experience, however, of the man, and from the question of his independence hav- 
ing been so long undecided, I do not expect him to submit quietly. Should ho do so, 
the case is far from final disjiosal : thoro will have to bo determined on Avhat terms 
of service, &c., he holds his J.agheor. 

3. In the event of his openly opposing Ulwur, I slionid fool obliged by your 
instructing me how far my interference should bo exercised, Major Eden’s letter 
having afforded me no instructions whatever. 

4. Moreover, Avould you good enough to allow me copies of Captain Bey- 
non’s Report, and of the Appendices alluded to in paragr.aph 3 of Major Eden’s letter, 
that I may be in full possession of the particulars of the case? 

I have, &c., 

E. C, IMPEY, 
Political Agent. 


Eo. 1249, DATED Camp SnEOPoun, the 28Tn December, 1860. 

From Brigadier- General G. St.P. Lawbexce, C. B., Agent to Governor- General for 
the States of Eajpootana, to Lieutenant E. C. Impev, Political Agent, Uhvur. 

In reply to your letter, No. 67B., of the 8th instant, acknowledging the receipt, 
on the 24th November, of No. 998, of 12th October, from this Office, enclosing Yer- 
uacular Proceedings and the decision of Government on the Necmrana case, I 



( ; 

have the honor to state that ilic papnvi /ou require shall he lorwarciec* lo yoi' vnie-r- 
prepared. They arc nov' in hanfi 

With regard to youi’ question in paragraph 3 as to how tar you shoukl inierlc’-c 
in the event of the Necmrana Chief openly opposing Ulwur, we will discusB tlie 
subject when we meet at Ulwur, which will bo shortly. 


1861 . 

No. 122, DATED Camp Runagur, the 10th January, 1861. 

From C. U. AitchiSON, Esq., Under-Secretary to the Government of India^ Foreign 
Department, with the Governor- General, to Brigadier- General G. St.P. Law- 
rence, c. B., Agent, Governor- General, for the States of Rajpootana, 

Sir, — With reference to the accompanying copy of a petition from the Chief 

ofNeemrana,* lam directed by the Governor-General to 
Dated 20th December, 1800 Qhief of Neemrana that 

the decision of the Government regarding his dependency on Ulwur, as communi- 
cated to the Agent to the Governor-General in letter No. 4616, dated 4th October 
last, is final. 

I have, &c., 

C. U. AITCHISON, 

Under-Secy, to Govt, of Lidia. 


(COPY. ) 

Dated Neemrana, the 26th December, 1860. . 

From Rajah Ishree Singh of Ffeemrana, to the Right Hon'hlc Viscount 
J. 0. Canning, Viceroy and Governor- General of India, 

Mat it please your Lordship, — I most humbly and submissively bog to 
bring this to your Lordship’s hind and favorable consideration, that the Neemrana 
principality has been under the possession of my forefathers for the last nine- 
teen generations, and since the time of my great-grandfather till the present hour 
has remained separate from the Ulwur principality. There was no connection be- 
tween this and Ulwur, but it belonged to the Rajpootana Agency, and consequently 
our Vakeel has always been present at the said Agency, through whom we com- 
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No. 8A.; DATED Ulwe, the 16th March, 18G1. 

From Captain B. 0. XaiPEY, Political Agent, Ulimr, to Brigadier- General Q. St.P. 
Lawrence, c. e., Agent, Governor-General, for the States of Rajpootana. 

Sni, — I have the honor, in continuation of the correspondence, marginally 

noted, relating to the decision of Grov- 


Frotn tho Doputy Soct'Gtrtry to the Govern- 
ment of IndiOi to tho Agoot, Govornor-Gonornl, for 
Rajpootana, No. 461C, dated 4th October, 1860. 

From tho Political AKcnt, Ulwnr, to the Agent, 
Governor-General, for Rajpootana, No. 67 B., dated 
8th December, 1860. 

From tho Agent, Governor-Goneral, Rnjpoota- 
no, to the Political Agent, Ulwnr, No. 1249, dated 
28th December, 1860. 


ernment that Neeuirana is subject to 
\iVrfaT, to TepuTt Teceto ptot;ee^itog3 to 
conuection with the case. 

2. My visit to Neemrana, report- 
ed in my letter. No. 67 B., of the 8th 


December, was, I regret to say, without effect. I entirely failed to induce the Chief 
to accompany me to Ulwur, or to smooth the W’ay for a speedy and an amicable 
adjustment of the terms of his allegiance. He was intent on appealing, and dis- 
tinctly refused in any way to be subject to Ulwur. 

3. In reply to the above letter, wherein I solicited instructions from you 
“ how far my interference should be exercised ” in the event of the Chiefs openly 
opposing Ulwur, yoix informed me by letter, No. 1249, of tho 28th December, 1860, 
that you would confer with me thereon on your approaching visit to Ulwur. 


4. I am awafe tliat during your stay at Ulwur, and for about a month’s 
march subsequently^ the Neemrana Eajah attended upon you, and that every 
endeavour failed to induce the Chief to submit to the decision of Government. At 
last, I helieve, you were constrained to order him to leave your Camp. 


5. In the meanwhile, I had withheld Ulwur from pressing the issue of the 
case, that the man might have a fair hearing and some time for consideration, in the 
hope that eventually he might listen to reason ; but his conduct in the following 
case shows he has no intention of so doing. 


6. On an appeal to the Regency Council from a Thakoor of Neemrana, whom 
the Chief had confined with the view of extorting money, they solicited my interfer- 
ence. I desired the Chief to release the man on security and submit the charges 
against him. Of this request he took no notice whatever. On the Regency Councirs 
again addressing me, I wrote twice more to the Chief to the same efFect, saying that, 
if ho still evaded compliance, I must leave the Durbar to take their own course. 
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^Livond expressing regret at ilic terms of my letter, lie took no furtlior notice of my 
orders. 

7. I was therefore forced to inform the Council tliat they were at liberty to 
'.akc their own means for the release and despatch to me of the Thakoor, and I urged 
that conciliatory measures should, as far as possible, be used. The negociations 
r.f tlie Council met with no better success : twice they wrote to the Chief, and merely 
got formal receipts in reply, without any letter, and they complained that their 
messenger was not even allowed to enter Neemrana. They then informed me that 
there was no other course left them but viet mmis to bring the Eajah to obe- 
dience. 


• Marked A. 


8. Once more in the hope of averting strife, I addressed the Neemrana 
Chief, in a letter, translation of which is annexed,* and 
I desired the Durbar to desist from coercive measures till 
the result of my letter was known. It will be seen that I urged two points for the 
Eajah’s compliance, — the surrender of the Thakoor and the visit of the Chief to Ulwur 
in token of his allegiance, and in view to the terms of it being defined. To the 
former he evaded compliance by answering that, previous to the arrival of my let- 
ter, the Thakoor had been set at liberty ; and to the latter point he gave no reply. A 

translation of the Chief’s letter is also annexed.f The 
day my messenger left this, I received a letter from the 
Chiefs uncle saying his nephew was absent, so he hoped the warlike preparations 
which he heard were being made at Ulwur might be delayed till he returned. My 
Chuprassee found the Chief himself at Neemrana 1 


f Marked B. 


9. Again has the Durbar, saying they were unwilling to ruin liis territory, 
addressed the Rajah and begged him to yield to the decision of Government ; and 
unless he complies with this final summons and comes into Ulwur, the march of 
the force will be no longer delayed. I have endeavoured by every means in my 
power to avoid tliis contingency, but the Rajah’s determined passive resistance 
leaves the Durbar no option but, in regard to the dignity and interests of their own 
State, to have recourse to arms. I consider that 1 have interfered as far as I with 
propriety can, and that longer negociation would merely tend to complicate matters 
and be unfair to Ulwur. I trust, therefore, that my proceedings with regard to 
Neemrana will meet with the approval of yourself and the Governor- General. 


10. The force the Durbar is sending should be strong enough to coerce the 
rebellious Chief without difficulty. I do not think he will make much of a resist- 
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ance, and the Durbar is inclined to try to the utmost negociation before firing s 
shot. I will report further immediately tlio results of the expedition are developed. 

I have, &c., 

E. C. IMPEY, 

Political Agent. 

P. S . — Annexed is a translated letter* just received from the Neemrana Chief. 

The tone of it sufficiently evinces tlie temper which dic- 
* Marked C. of enclosure. . . t i r -kt 

tales it. His cue evidently is to be absent from JNeemrana 

and allow his followers to fight it out, in tlie hope that thus some fresh plea may 
arise for complaint against Ulwur. My order on this letter has been to beg the 
Council to inform the Chief that I can vouchsafe him no reply till he yields obedi- 
ence to his own Durbar. 

E. C. Impev. 


A. 

Translation of a letter from Lieutenant E. C. Impey, Political Agent, Ulwur, to Ra- 
jah IsHREB Singh, Chief of Neemrana. — Dated Ulwur, the llth March, 1861. 

I have written to you thrice in the case of Thakoor Kissen Singh, whom 
the Ulwur Durbar interceded in the behalf of, as having been unlawfully imprisoned 
at Neemrana, and twice have I asked you to send the man to me with the charges 
you have against him. To all these letters of mine you have replied evasively, and 
avoided compliance with my wishes. 

Upon this I called on the Ulwur Durbar to carry out my orders by sending 
Kissen Singh to me. I find from their letters that you again have twice taken no 
notice of the orders of Hie Durbar, to whom the British Government has finally de- 
cided you are subject. 

The Regency Council, by whom the administration of Ulwur is at present car- 
ried on, have now intimated to me that they are forced to resort to severe measures 
to enforce obedience from you. I agree with them that your uncalled-for contu- 
macy leaves them no other alternative. 

I now -write to you as the last chance, not wishing to see your Jagheer and 
yourself ruined, which will inevitably be the case if yon persist in this course of 

14 
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oppositioii, 10 uesiJC Toil to scufl iiiG Ihalfoor Kisssn fciinghj and to sliow 
v'our willingness abide by the orders of Government by submitting to tbe IJhvur 
Durbar, and as i ii»sl slej. theroTo by coming to Ulwur, and preparing tbe terms 
on winch your fealiy is to exist in future. I trust you will be wise enough to mind 
Lins advice. 

Remember, if you continue to .ippose the lawful orders of your superiors, and 
so act as to cause fighting and bloodshed, you are alone responsible as a disturber 
of the public peace, and will have irremediably injured your own position. 

This letter is borne to you by a Chuprassee of this Agency, by whom I heg an 
immediate reply. 


B. 

TRAnsn.tTiON of a letter' from Rajah Ishree SracH, Chief of JSTeemrana, to Lieatenayit 
E. G. Impey, Political Agent, Ulwur. — Dated Deemrana, the 12th March, 1861. 

After usual compliments. I have had the honor to receive through your 
Chuprassee your letter of the 11th March, regarding Kissen Singh, Zemindar of 
Nugloe. I was preparing for a journey and about to start, which you will have 
known by a letter from my brother Thakoor Bheem Singh. 

Kissen Singh’s case stands thus : — I have been requiring security from him 
ever since you ordered such shoidd be done. The Zemindars bad on the 10th 
March, 1861, given in security for him regai'ding his dispute, which merely related to 
some land, and he has been released and gone with them. I am in no way disobe- 
dient, and look upon you as my friend, and hope for indulgence from you, not for 
ruin. You are a just Governor, and should not consider me rebellious. My stay 
here and that of my family depends only on your favour ; and what you have, on in- 
formation from the Ulwur Regency Council, written me, that I will not obey unless 
severely treated. Oh, friend ! their only aim is to ruin me. As yet I have escaped 
tlwough your favour and protection. I am obedient to' you, and looked to your 
justice to preserve tlie customs (of intercourse) which had hitherto prevailed be- 
tween Ulwur and myself ; and now that you Lave written regarding warfare and 
bloodshed, there is only necessity for a Chuprassee under your orders. This place 
is given me by you, and is no great estate. He who plants the tree and keeps it 
green always wishes to cherish it, and thus should you act, and not try to introduce 
new customs. 
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Traksla.tiOK of a letter jnm Tiojah fsHREC SlN'cm, Chief of Necn<rnna, to L>rfit<^}U n>' 
E. C. IsiPEY, Political Apeut, Uhour. — Dated Keemrann^ the \ ltt> Morji^ lyfil. 

Oh Friend ! — 1 have urged upon j-ou my rights in the matter of my territor}^, 
which has been on tho footing of other Slates for tho last nineteen generations, 
and especially for the last four since tho establishment of British power. On this 
account I waited on the Agent, Governor-General, llajpootana States. 

This officer told mo at Bajgurh to wait there, and that he would on arrival 
at Ulwur make some arrangement. It was my misfortune that none was arrived 
at, and that no regard was paid to my State of a hundred generations, and my long- 
standing customs ; indeed, on the contrary, 3 'on have ordered Ulwur to send a 
force. I hoped that .von would forbid Ulwur committing any violence, but j'ou 
have in no waj* restrained the Durbar *, j-on have manifestly done just the reverse. 
Moreover, jmu know well that I have already addressed the Governor-General to 
this effect, “ that I am about to wait upon the Agent, Governor-General, for the set- 
tlement of m 3 ’ rights. If I do gebmv rights tlicrc, so much the bettor; if not, I moan 
to attend upon 3 ’ou, whom I know to bo just, and not tyrannical, and to get my 
rights from you.” 

I w.as therefore forced, on tho 17th March, 18G1 (this da}’’), to leave for that 
direction (?. <?., that of tho Governor-General) ; and my name and lionor, with that 
of my family, rest with you ; so do not lot any oppression or fresh proceeding occur 
on tho part of Ulwur, for you are the Judge and the Governor of both sides. If in 
my alwonco .any violence occur, you ai’c responsible. I feel certain that on ai rival 
there I shall attain my rights, 

(Ti’uo translation.) 

E. C. IMPEY, 

Political Agent. 

Fo. 201, DATED THE 28Tn Mauch, 1861, 

From Jdrigadicr-Geticral G. St.P. Lawrence, c. r.. Agent ^ Governor-^ General, for 
the States of Rajpoota'na, to Deputy Secretary to Government, Foreign Department, 
Fort William, 


Sir, — Adverting to tho 

*> No. 8A., of IGth Mnroli. 1861, from 
PolitiE.il A"cut, Ulwur, to Ajjant, Gov- 
ornor-Gcnoral, with AppeiidicoB A,, 15., 
:ind C. 


decision of Government contained in your letter. 
No, 4:616, dated 4th October, 1860, on the subject 
of tho feudal relations between the Government of 
Ulwur and Neemrana, I have now tho honor to sub- 
mit a Report* from tho Politic.al Agent, Ulwur, 
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'vit'h translations of correspondence wliich has passed between that officer and the 
Rajah of Neemrana. 

2. It will be seen that, in opposition to the decision of Government in tliis 
case, tlie latter Chief declines to consider himself as subject to Ulwur and obey the 
orders issued to him ; and although every opportunity has been afforded him by the 
Ulwur Council and the Political Agent amicably to adjust the terms of his alle- 
giance, he has neglected to avail himself of such, and the Ulwur Durbar has there- 
fore deemed that the only alternative, in view of upholding its own dignity, is to 
coerce its refractory subject by force of arms. 

3. As mentioned in paragraph 4 of Lieutenant Impey’s letter, the Rajah did 
accompany my Camp for some time, and I took every opportunity of impressing on 
him the utter folly of his proceedings, and of pointing out how ruinous it would be 
to himself, — but, I regret to say, all in vain ; and I now see no other course but to 
allow the Ulwur Regency to take its own measures for bringing to subjection its 
rebellious Jagheerdar. 

4. From the conciliatory spirit displayed by the Ulwur Council, I should 
hope that bloodshed may be avoided, and that the Neemrana Chief may see, before 
too late, the error of his present contumacious conduct; but after the many opportu- 
nities afforded him of re-considering his original neglect of the summons of the 
Council, it appears to me that a display of armed force has become necessary to up- 
hold its own dignity. 

5. I would solicit an early exposition of the views of Government on the sub- 
ject, and would request to know whether, in case of the Ulwur troops not succeed- 
ing in coercing the Rajah, I may be authorized to call for the aid of British forces. 
This would only be a last extreme measure. 

I have, &c., 

G.‘ St.P. LAWRENCE, 
Agent, Govr.-Genl., for Rajpootana. 

No. lOA, DATED Ulwue, THE 5th April, 1861. 

From Captain E. C. Impey, Political Agent^ Ulwur, to Brigadier'- General G. St.P. 

Lawrence, c. b.. Agent, Governor- General, for the States of Rajpootana. 

Sir, — In my letter, No. 8A., of the 16th ultimo, I had the honor to report, in 
connection with the recusancy of the Neemrana Chief, that the Ulwur troops were 
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about to move on Neemrana. In continuation, I beg to inform yov. rbat, llu, Chic-i 
having disregarded the final attempt at negociation made by the Eegenuy Ocuncil 
(alluded to in paragraph 9 of my former letter), the Durbar force couseoue'.tiy pro- 
ceeded to Neemraua, and by good management averted all resistance and bloodshed, 
and quietly got possession of the Chiers fort and estate. 

2. The Council had paved the way to a peaceful result by proclaiming that 
no one should be molested, nor his rights forfeited, who did not take up arms against 
UIwur. Tlie Chief was absent, and is supposed to have gone to Calcutta to appeal 
to His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor-General. His family was present, 
and was treated with consideration. The women reside unmolested in the apart- 
ments they previously occupied. 

3. I am happy to be able to testify to the temperate manner in which the oc- 
cupation of Neemrana has been effected. I think the conduct of tlie Durbar deserv- 
ing of commendation. 


4. UIwur has tempor.arily confiscated Neemrana. I have impressed on the Ee- 
gency Council that such forfeiture can only be temporary, in which they have con- 
cuired, and have arranged that the revenue shall not be .appropriated, but held in 
trust, in the hope that the Cliief may yet see his folly and submit, when the estate 
can be restored to him. 

I have, &c., 

E. C. IMPEY, 
Political .Agent. 


No. 241-76, DATED Mount Aboo, the 10th April, 1861. 

From Bngadier-General G. St.P. Lawrence, c. b.. Agent, Goveimor-Gei^eral.for the 
States of Rajpootana, to Secretary to the Goveimmcnt of India, Fen^eign Department. 

Sir, — Adverting to my letter. No. 204-61, of the 28th ultimo, forwarding the 
Political Agent of Ulwur’s desp.atch regarding the continued recusancy of the 
Neemrana Chief, and the intention of the UIwur Eegency to compel his submission — 


2, I have the honor, for the information of Government, to forward a further 

• No. lOA., dated 5th April, 1861. I--ieutenant Impey conveying the intel- 

ligence of the peaceful occupation by the UIwur 
forces of the Port of Neemrana. • 

15 
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5. X eliatl request the Pi.iitic'i* ^viteni io convey to the Council my entire ap- 
proval of their proceedings, uad fX, accept itle fiame for his own judicious advice a» 
regards the confiscation being merely temporary^ 

4. Should the foolish Rajah have really gone to Calcutta, 1 hope he may be 
directed te '•sturn without delay. 

I have, (fee., 

G. St.P. LAWRENCE, 

Agent, Govr.-Genl., Rajpootana. 


No. 1911, DATED Fort William, the 19th April, 1861. 

FromE. Tj. Aitchisoh, Esq., XJnAer-Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign 
Department, to Bngadw'- General G. St.P. Lawrence, c. b.. Agent, Governor- 
General, for the States of Rajpootana. 

Sm, —I am directed by the Governor- General in Council to reply to your 
letter, No. 61, dated 28tli ultimo, submitting a Report from the Political Agent at 
Ulwur, with translations of correspondence which has passed between him and the 
Rajah of Neemrana regarding the feudal relations of the latter with the Ulwur 
State. 

2. The Govemor-Gener.'il in Council observes that, as the Chief of Neemrana 
refuses to come to any terms whatever, and persists in maintaining his entire inde- 
pendence of Ulwur, there is no course but to allow the Durbar to coerce him by 
force of arms, and to compel compliance on the points on which it is evaded. But 
the Governor-General in Council desires that you will watch the proceedings, and 
interpose upon any opportunity of accommodation arising, and that you will then 
bring to a clear settlement the exact terms on which the relations of the two States 
shall be established. The Governor-General in Council does not authorize you to 
call for the aid of a British force until you shall have applied for and received dis- 
tinct instructions on any case of apparent necessity which may arise. 

I have, (fee., 

C. U. AITCHISON, 
Under-Secy, to the Govt, of India. 
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Ko. 2166, DATEt) I’OBT WlLLI^, THE 30tH ApBIL, 1861. 

T^rdm Under- Secretary io ihe Government of India, Foreign department, co the 
Agent to the Governor- General for the States of Fajpootana. 

Sib, — In reply to your letter, Ho, 76, dated lOtli instant, fo^^'(a^ding ? 
letter from the Political Agent at Ulwur, reporting the peaceful occupation of tlie 
Fort of Neemrana by the Ulmir forces, I am directed by the Goi'crnot- General 
in Council to refer you to my letter, No. 1911, dated 19th idem, and to request that 
you will take measures to adjust the exact terms on which the rela.tion'' of Neem- 
rana to Ulwur shall be established, as directed in the letter above referred to, and 
to report, for the confirmation of Government, the arrangements which may be 
agreed to. 

I have, &c., 

C. U. AITCHISON, 
Under-Secy, to the Govt, of India. 


No. 312, DATED Mount Aboo, the 11th May, 1861. 

From Brigadier- General G. St.P. Lawrence, c. b., Agent, Governor- General, for 
' the States of Rajpootana, to Captain E, C. Impet, Political Agent, Ulwur. 

Sir, — ^A dverting to Neemrana, and Government letter, 1911, dated 19tli ultimo, 
copy of which was sent to you, I have the honor to forward copy of another letter, 
No. 2166, dated 30th ultimo, and request that you will furnish me with the infor- 
mation therein called for, to enable me to report to Government for confirmation the 
arrangements which may have been agreed to •, or should none (as I suppose) have 
yet been entered on, from the absence of the Eajah, who is said to have gone to Cal- 
cutta, I shall be glad to hear what the Eegency propose as th.e “ exact terms on 
which the relations of Neemrana to Ulwur should be established.” 


I have, &c., 

G. St.P. LAWEENCE, 
Agent, Govr.-Gehl., for Eajpootana. 

No. 14A., dated Ulwur, the 20th Mat, 1861. 

From Lieutenant E. C. Impet, Political Agent, Ulwur, to Brigadier- General G. St.P. 
Lawrence, O. b.. Agent, Governor- General, for the States of Rajpootana. 

Sir, — With reference to previous correspondence regarding the submission 
® From Deputy Secretnry to the Government of India, Neemiana to Ulwur, I have 
d°udTb 0™bt’ ''“"O'' "O"- the 



( 58 ) 


Krom Political Agent, Ulwnr, to Ago-it, Governor Gene- 
ral, for Uaipootaua St.ites, No. 67 It * dated 8th l)c- 
oonihcr, 1S60. 

From Agent to the Governor-General, for Rajpootnna 
State«, to Political Agent, Uhvur, No. i24ii, dated 
aSth Dccomher, 18C0. 

From Politic, il \gent, Ulwnr, to Agent, Go vornor-Gonernl, 
for Rajpootan.i cstites, No. 8A., dated Kith March,I8(51. 

From Political .\gent, Ulwnr, to Agent.Govcrnoi Gcnoinl, 
for Uajpootana States, No. lOA., dated fith Apiil, 
1861. 


receipt of your letter, ITo. 312, of 
the 11th May, and of copies of 
the Government letters, Nos. 1 911 
and 2166, of the 19th and 30th 
April respectively. 

2. In order to supply you 
tvith the information called for 


as to the exact terms on which Ulwnr proposes its relations witli Neemrana should 
be established, I have addressed the llegeney Council, and their reply shall be 
submitted on receipt. Owing to the aliseneo of tlio Ncomrana Chief, and his 
having from the lirst refused to treat with Ulwur save on a footing of equality, this 
Durbar has consequently held back from defining the terms of his dependency, 
considering the first step should be made by tho Neemrana Chief, who should 
■\isit Ulwur in token of his obedience to the orders of Government. 


3. IVhcn the Neemrana Chief was invited by the Council to visit Ulwur and 
settle amicably the tci ms of his allegiance, ho refused to, unless the Maha Eao 
Eajah came out to a certain spot (about three miles from Ulwur) to meet {peshwayee) 
him, and then conduct him to his tent. Ho demanded also a seat on the guddee 
side by side with the Eajah, and to he absolved from presenting any 7iu:zur. At 
this point all nogociation ceased, tho Durbar not being prepared to admit on an 
equality a Chief wlio had defied tlioir supremacy for so many years, and who, the 
British Government had now decided, was a Jaghcerdar of Uhvur. 


4. Tho Neemrana Chief jdainly told me that he u-ould never submit to Ulwur. 
His conduct has proved such to be hi.s determination. He is now absenting him- 
self, in tlie hope of evading submi.ssion to Ulwur, and of having liis fealty determined, 
through our intervention, aloof from Ulwur. I do not think the Durbar is inclined 
to be hard upon him, but it feels (and I trust I am riglit in considering it does so 
with cause) that terms cannot bo projjerly made with a dependent Chief who 
haughtily preserves an independent position, and refuses to hike the first step of 
obedienbO by presenting himself at Ulwur, where his case should be settled, and 
where the presence of the Agent would alone secure him fi'om insult or ill usage. 

5. I have, moreover, so fai’ upheld this view, tliat I have refused communica- 
tion with the Chief till such time as he shows a better disposition to abide by the 
late decision in his case, and manifests a spirit of obedience to Ulwur. 
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6 . Trusting thin luy Tiev? of this case may meet v/ith the concumBee 
yourself and His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor-General of India, 

I have, &C .5 

E. C. IMPEY, 
Political Agent- 


No. 383-107, DATED Mount Aboo, tee 29th Mat, 1861. 

From Brigadier- General G. St.P. Lawrence, 0. B., Agent, Governor- General, for 
the States of JRajpootana, to 0. U. AlTGHlSON, EsQ., Uiider-Secretary to the 
Government of Tndia, Foreign Department. 

Sir, — I n reply to your letters. Nos. 1911 and 2166, dated 19th and 30th 
April last, I have the honor to forward, for the consideration of His Excellency the 
^ Viceroy and Governor-General of India, the accompanying copy of letter. No. 14A., 
dated 20th instant, fi'om the Political Agent of Ulwnr to my address, showing the 
course adopted by Ulwnr towards the Neemrana Chief, and his refusal to visit Ulwur 
except on terms of equality. 

2. I beg to express my full concurrence in the policy .advocated by Lieutenant 
Iinpcy, and trust that His Excellency will bo pleased to approve of his views. 

I have, &c., 

G. St.P, LAWRENCE, 
Agent, Govr.-Genl., Rajpootana. 


(COPY.) 

No, 3304, DATED Fort Wieldui, the 24th June, 1861. 

From E. C. Bayley, Esq., Oficiating Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign 
Department, to Rajah Ishree Singh, Chief of Neemrana. 

My Friend, — In reply to your letter, dated 6 th instant, requesting an inter- 
view with myself for the purpose of personally presenting a memorial, I have to 
inform you that, under instructions from His Excellency the Governor-Gener.aI in 
Council, I must decline compliance w'ith your request. 

2. I am further desired to inform you that any representation or memori.al sub- 
mitted in proper form through my Office by yourself individually will be received, 

16 



iiiii tliai- RHJ sns^er the Governor-General mar tliink proper to make to it 

‘vili be made throagh the Governor-General's Agent in Eajpootana. 

I have. &c., 

(Sd.) E. C. BAYLEY, 

Offg. Secy, to the Govt of India. 

Docket Iso. 3305, dated Fort Willta?!, the 24th Jits'e, 1861. 

Copy of the above letter forwarded to the Agent, Governor-General, Bajpoo- 
lana. with reference to his letter, dated 29tli May, 2^o. 107, for information. 

E. G. BAYLEY, 

Offg. iSecrctarv to the Govt, of Lidia. 

Docket I7o. 538, dated the 5th July, 1861. 

To Caiytahi E. C. IllPEY, Political Agent. Ulxciir. 

Forwards for information copy of Government docket, Iso. 3305, forwarding 
copy of a reply from Mr. Secretaiy Bayley to the Rajah of Neemrana. 


2To. 3640, dated Fort Williaji, the 6th JtH.Y, 1861. 

From E. C. Bayley, Esq., Opiclaiing Scerdarg to the Govej'nment rf India, Foreign 
Department, to Brigadier-Genei'al G. C. b., Agent, Governor- 

General, for the States of Pajpoofana. 

Sir, — In continuation of my docket, 3so. 3305, dated 24th ultimo. I am di- 
rected by the Governor-General in Council to forward for your information a copy 
of a further letter which has been addressed, under the orders of His Excellency in 
Council, to the Rajah of Heemrana. 

2. Should any application be made to you by the Rajah for copies of papers, 
I am to state that the Governor-Gener;d in Council sees no objection to your fur- 
nishing the Rajah from your Office with a copy of Captain Beynon's Report to 
Major Eden, dated 18th November, 1859, and of Major Eden’s letter to Govern- 
ment. No. 155. dated 17th August. 1860. 

I have, &c., 

E. C. BAYLEY, 

Offg. Sec}’. to the Govt, of India. 
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(COPY.) 

No. 3641, DATED Fort William, the 6th July, 186L 
From E. C. Batley, Esq., Ofjidating Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign 
Department, to Rajah Isheee Singh, Chief of Neemrana. 

My Friend, — I liavc received and laid before the Governor-Genera! in Council 
your memorial dated the 14tli ultimo, and in reply I am directed -to inform you 
that His Excellency in Council is unable to bear you by Council, and that, as 
already stated, the Governor-General’s Agent and representative with the Chiefs of 
Eajpootana is the channel through which the Governor-General’s decision or re- 
plies in any matter which you may have to adduce will be made known to you. 

2. With respect to your other request, I am directed to acquaint you that copies 
of the Beports of the Govern or- General’s Agent and of his officers, upon which the 
Government decision wms founded in your case, will be furnished to j'ou from the 
Office of the Governor- General’s Agent in Eajpootana upon your making applica- 
tion there. 

I remain, &c., 

(Sd.) E. C. BAYLEY, 

Offg. Secy, to^the Govt, of India. 

No. 606, dated Mount Aboo, the 17th July, 1861. 

From Brigadier- General G. St.P. Lawrence, o. b.. Agent, Governor- General, Raj- 
footana, to Major W. F. Eden, Officiating Political Agent, JJlwur. 

Sir, — With reference to previous correspondence on Neemrana, I have the 

• No. 3640, dated 6th Julj, 1861. accompanying copy of a letter* 

from the Officiating Secretary to Government of 
India, with enclosure, for your information and guidance. 

I have, &e., 

G. St.P. LAWEENCE, 
Agent, Govr-Genl., Eajpootaria. 

Hated Calcutta, the 4th July, 1861. 

From Rajah Ishree Singh, Chief of Reemrana, to Brigadier- General G. St.P. 
Lawrence, c. b,. Agent, Governor- General, for the States of Rajpootana. 

Sir, — I have the honor to annex for your perusal an extract from a letter 
received by me froih Mr. Bayley, Secretary to the Government of India, in the 
Foreign Department. 
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DA'i'Er> OalctjttAj the 9th -TuIiT, 186? » 

From Rajah ISHREE SiNGH, Chief of Neemram, to Bngadier- General G. St.P. Law* 
BENCE, c. B., Agent, Govemoi'- General, for the States of Rajpootana, 

My Friend,— With reference to the order of the Governor- General in Council 
on my memorial of the 14th ultimo, communicated to me by Mr. Secretary 
Bayley, in his letter. No. 3641, dated the 6th instant, I request the favor of your for- 
warding to me by post copies of the Government decision on my ease, and of your 
Reports and those of your officers upon which that decision is founded. 

I have already communicated to you by my letter of the 6th instant that my 
misfortunes oblige me for the present to reside in Calcutta, and that any letters which 
you may be pleased to address me will reach me if enclosed to Rajah Radhakant Deb 
Bahadoor, Calcutta. 

I remain, &c., 



No. 671, DATED Mount Aboo, the 1st August, 1861. 

From Bngadier- General G. St.P. Lawrence, c. b.. Agent to the Governor- General 
for the States of Rajpootana, to Rajah IsHREE SiNGH, Chief of Neemrana, care of 
Rajah Radhakant Deb Bahadoor, Calcutta. 


Sir, — In reply to your letter, dated 9th ultimo, I have the honor to send you 


Mnjor Eden’s Report, No. 165, dated 17th August, 1860. 
Captain Boynon’s Report to the Political, Agent Gov- 
ernor-General, dated 18th November, 1859, with enclo- 
BuroB, vis., Appendices A. to K. 

Translations Nos. 1 to 8. 

Copy of Captain Nixon’s Report, No, 92, dated 26th 
May, 1866, to Sir H. Lawrence, K. c.B. 

Translation of Captiin Beynon’s rodbakaree, dated 
Slat October, 1859, and remarks. 


copies of Major Eden’s Report to 
Government, and enclosures, in your 
case, as marginally noted. 

I have, &c., 

G. St.P. LAWRENCE, 

Agent, Go\T.-Genl., Rajpootana. 


6 
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Dated Oaioetia, the 12'j'n Aegust, 186i. 

iA 05 » ISHREE Sn^QHj Chief of Necmruna, fc Brigadier- General G. St.P. La'W- 
EENCE, 0. B.) Agent to the Governor- Geno-al for ihe Slates of Jlajpootana. 

Mr FmenDj — I have ihe Iionor to request that you will, in compliance witli the 
permission contained in hir. Secretary Bayley’s letter to your address, No. 3640, 
dated the 6th ultimo, forward to me, as soon -as conveniently may be, copies of Cap- 
tain Beynon’s Report to Major Eden, dated 18th November, 1859 ; also of Major 
Eden’s letter to Government, No. 155, dated 17th August, 1860. 

I bog to remind you that I made an applic.ation to you on the subject, dated the 
9th ultimo, with reference to the letter of Mr. Bayley, to my address. No. 3641, 
dated the 6th ultimo, which I believe may liavo reached you by' this time. 

I remain, Ac., 



From Rajah Ishbee Sikgh, Chief of JNeemrana, to BAgadier- General G. St.P. Latv- 
BENCE, 0. B., Agent to the Governor-General for the States of Rajpootana. 

My Friekd, — I have the honor to acknowledge with thanks the receipt of your 
letter. No. 671 of 1861, dated the 1st instant, and the copies of the papers forwarded 
therewith, and noted in its margin. 

I remain, &c., 
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Tbanslation’ of a noiefrom iKe Ulwm' Council of Regency^ setting forth the fertm 
on which the Neemrana Cir‘’t' ' to hold Ms Jagheerfor the fiture. 


1. In accordance will' the practice obtaining in this State among tlie Ja- 
gheerdars, the Jagheerdar of Neemrana should, for the 15 villages he holds, furnish 
48 horsemen. Of this number, however, 28 horsemen will for the future be excused, 
out of consideration of the groat expense which keeping up the whole number 
would impose on the Neemrana Chief. 


The customs collected in the Neemrana villages and all transit dues to be 
paid to tlie Ulwur Eaj. The Jagheerdar is not' to interfere 


® Small local tax, takan by 
all Jagheerdars. 


with them, but he will be entitled to the dhool ooraie.* 


3. The criminal and civil administration of the Neemrana Jagheerdaree to 
be under the Ultnir Government, and all cases of disputed boundary, whether aris- 
ing in Neemrana, TJlwur, or elsewhere, to be imder Ulwur, and likewise all arrange- 
ments for the peace of the country. 


4. The Zemindars of Neemrana, on the occasion of the Holee and Dusserah 
festivals, will present nuzzurs to the Killadars and Tehseeldars of the Ulwur Gov- 
ernment who are in their vicinity, as is the practice throughout the Ulwur State. 

5. The Ulwur State to have a thannah or Police Station at Neemrana. 


6. The Jagheerdar of Neemrana to continue to furnish supplies to Ulwur, as is 
customary. 

7. On the occasion of the Neemrana Chief visiting Ulwur, he will be treated 
with as much — ^nay, even more — respect than the highest Jagheerdars. It is true 
that in Bunney Singh’s time the Neemrana Cliief on two occasions of visiting Ulwur 
was met at some distance from Ulwur by the Maha Rao Rajah, who gave him 
peshwoee, and made him sit on the same cloth with himself in Durbar. Not- 
withstanding this, it is customary for all Chiefs in Rajpootana to look to the con- 
duct of their Jagheerdars and the spirit evinced by them, and to treat them accord- 
ingly, granting greater privileges to those who obey them. But when a Jagheer- 
dar evinces a refractory spirit, they are treated in a different way. Owing to the 
past misconduct of the Neemrana Jagheerdar, all the honor and respect with •which 
he was treated by the late Maha Rao Rajah Bunney Singh have long since been 

forfeited, and it has become necessary to enter into new arrangements with him. 
On the Neemrana Jagheerdar entering Durbar, tlxe Maha Rao Rajah will receive 
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him standing, and -^ill reserve a seat for liiai xnr ife’. fdacs io fhc left iand, and to 
tlie right of all the ununedialo relations and chief othcocs of the Maha Eao Eajah. 

Ulwue PoiiixrcAL Agehoy - 1 (True translation.) 

The 21si October^ 1861^ / G* HAMILTON, Captain, 

. Offg. Political Agent. 

No. hSA, DATED UwDE, THE 21ST OCTOBEE, 1861. 

From Captain G. Hamilton, Offidating Political Agent, Ulvnir, to Brigadier-Gene- 
ral G. iSt.P. LaWEEHCB, C. b., Agent to the Governor- General for the States 
of Rajpootana. 

SiK, — With reference to the correspondence marginally noted, I have tlie 

From the Under-Secretary to the Government of India, Poreip-n honor to submit, for your in- 
Department, to the Agent, Governor-General, Bajpootana, No. 1911, „ . . 

dated 19th April, 1861. formation, copy of a note to 

Prom the Under-Sccrotary to the Government of India, Foreign "^7 address from the UlwUT 
Department, to the Agent, Governor-General, Rajpootana, No. 2166, Council of Regency, together 
dated 30th April, 1861. f . . 

From Agent, Governor-General, Rajpootana, to the Political IVlth a translation of it Ul 

Agent, Ulwnr, No. 312, dated 11th May, 1861. English, Oil the Subject of tlie 

“ exact terms on Tyhich the relations of Neemrana toivards Ulwnr are proposed to 
“ be established for tlie future,” 

2. The delay which has taken place in submitting this paper has been caused 
partly by the necessity of my haying frequent oral commimications on the subject 
with the Regency Council, with a view of getting them to modify some of the con- 
ditions set forth by them, and partly owing to the protracted absence of the Neem- 
rana Chief, who I believe is at present, and has been for months, in Calcutta. 

I have, &c., 

G. HAMILTON, 

Offg. Political Agent 


(COPY.) 

No. 1034-235, dated Mount Aboo, the 31st October, 1861. 

From Brigadier- General G. St.P. Lawrence, C. b., Agent to the Governor-General 
for the States of Rajpootana, to E. C. Batley, Esq., Secretary to Government 
of India, Foreign Department. 


Sir, — A dverting to former communications, noted marginally, on the feudal 

. From Under-Secretary to Government between the Maha Rao Rajah of 

of Heemr»^a, I lave to 

April, 1861. ^ ^ ^onorijfo'^bmit, for the information of liis Ex- 


Prom di' 
April, 1861. 
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cellency the Ylcoroy and (Jovei'no'r-Genei'al in' Oo-uncil, copy of a letter. No. 52A.^ 
of 21st instant, fjoxi: the Officiating Political Agenf, with translation of a note 
from the Ulwur Council of Regency, setting forth the proposed arrangements for 
settling tlie terms on which tlio relations of Kcemrana to Ulwur shall he fci the 
future established. 

2. I regret that the protracted absence of the Necmrana Rajah at Calcutta 
prevents me from adjusting more satisfactorily his past difterences with the Ulwux 
State, as I do not feel justified in negociating with him so long as he remams recu~ 
Bant ; but, pending Ins return, I would desire to acquaint Government with the terms 

to be offered to this Chief. 

{ 

3. Considering that for so many j’-ears he has repudiated the supremacy of 
the Ulwur Rajali, and has only been brought to terms by a show of force conse- 
quent on the orders of tlie British Government, it can hardly be expected that he 
w'ould be re-admitted to the full honors which he formerly enjoyed as a loyal Jagheer- 
dar. In the event of liis accepting these terms, he will be received as tlie highest 
Sirdar of Ulwur, and it may be hoped that, if he shows a more becoming fealty to 
his Prince, he may hereafter be restored to the honors originally accorded. 

4. The Political Agent might, if such be His Lordship’s desire, be instructed 
to hear tliis point in view, and when the Chief of Neemrana shows a more proper 
spirit of dependence, greater concessions might be urged on tlie Maha Rao Rajah 
than the Regency are at present disposed to gr.ant. 

(Sd.) G. St.P. LAWRENCE, 

Agent, Govr.-Genl., for Rajpootana. 

(True copy.) 

- J. BLAIR, 

Asst. Agent, Govr.-Genl.' 

No. 1077-247, dated Casip Dhola, the 12th November, 1861. 

From Agent to the Govei'nor- General for the States of Rajpootana^ to Secretary to the 
Government of India, Foreign Department. 

Sir, — In acknowledgment of your coinnimiication, No. 68, dated 22nd Octo- 
ber last, I have the honor to apprise you that a Report on tlie relations between 
Ulwur and Neemrana, with the terms proposed, was on its way before your letter 
reached me, for tlie consideration of His Excellency in Council. 

I have, &c., 

•- G. St.P. LAWRENCE, 

Agent, Govr.-Genl., for Rajpootana. 


18 



' C • » ^ V > 

HIS EXCELLENCY THE RIGHT HONORABLE 

OELiRLES JOHN, EARL CANNING, G. 0. B., 

VICEROY AND GOVEKNOR-GENERAL 

OF INDIA IN COUNCIL. 

The Memorial of Rajah Ishree Sikgh Bahahoor, 
Sovereign Chief of the Principality and 
State of Neemrana in Eajpootana, 

SirOWETH : 

Yohr momorialiat, under j'our Excellency’s order in Coiineil, received, and 
for the first time perused, on the 13th August last, the Report of Captain Beynon, 
to Avhom, in the latter part of the Christian year 1859, was entrusted the special 
duty of enquiring into (to use that officer’s words) “the dispute between the Ulwur 
“ Durbar and the petty Chicfship of Neemrana respecting the dependency of the 
“ latter on the former.” Upon that Report, as adopted in toto by Major Eden, the 
Officiating Agent, the subjection of the ancient principality inherited and repre- 
sented by your memorialist, to the modern State of Uhvur, now sanctioned and 
enforced by your Excellency in Council, is based. 

2. Your memorialist is advised, as your memorialist himself eaniestly be- 
lieves and respectfully maintains, that the Report in question is erroneous ; that 
the enquiry, of which it is the result, was not free from bias and pre-judgment, and 
bears upon its face the character rather of an attempt to support an arbitrary sen- 
tence, than of an impartial or judicial proceeding ; — further, that the judgment or 
Report itself, and the rodbaJcarec, or official proceeding, which accompanies it, contain 
obviously false premises and inferences. Your memorialist accordingly proceeds to 
prove his assertions, discrediting and annulling the effect of Captain Beynon’s Re- 
port, of which your memorialist is at present the victim. 

3. The Report commences by reciting that an enquiry had been previously 
made into the same matter under the late Sir Henry Montgomery Lawrence, when 
Governor-General’s Agent at Rajpootana, and accounts for the absence of that 
Report by saying, “ It appears the files and papers of the enquiry were taken by 


( ) 

« that officer (Sir ¥. M. uawrcnct.} -o Lodai -“v- ” Tloweycr, an official copy of 
Captain Hardcastle’s to. tjahtrer r ffie Persmu ^su^nagc fliaffing been presented by 
your memorialist’s agemslj ;ilso tn official copy Captain iNixon s Report in Eng- 
lish (procured by Captain Beynon himself ), are annexed by Captain Beynon to 
liis Report ; although Major Eden has forwarded to your Excellency the latter an- 
nexure only. Captains Hardcastle and Hixon are the officers, as stated by Captain 
Beynon, who had respectively made the enquiry under Sir H. M. LavTence. 

4. Captain Beynon, not relying on any previous investigation, then recites 
his having “gone through the whole afresh, as though no former enquiry had 
“ taken place and he prefaces the results of his investigation by the following as- 
sertions, as of historical and recorded facts, viz. (7th paragraph of the Report) — 

“ RTeemrana was one of the many petty States under tlie Mahratta rule which 
“ yielded to the British Government during the operations of the forces under Lord 
“ Lake in Upper India, A. D. 1803” ; — which assertions are, your memorialist 
submits, wrong, and falsify history. 

5. At the date of Lord Lake’s operations referred to by Captain Beynon, there 
were two great powers in India, the British and the Mahratta. One result of those 
operations were treaties of amity under Avhich a number of smaller powers and 
States passed from the protection of the Mahratta to that of the British Govern- 
ment; the former resigning all claim, in respect of those smaller States, to tribute, 
choxd, or levy of any kind. 

6. Tour memorialist annexes hereto (A.) official translations of piii'wannahs to 
the people of Neemrana from the Court of MadhajeOpRao Scindia ; likeAviseofa 
grant (B.) from the same Court to your memorialist’s ancestor, fixing the cess pay- 
able by Eeemrana. Those documents assert the paramount position of the Mah- 
ratta State. It will be observed that the dwnt or tribute from Neemrana was 
Es. 8,684. 

The documents are dated in the 32nd and 39th years of the Emperor Shah Alum 
respectively, i. e., A. D. 1791 and 1798. 

7. It is remarkable that, in the same year and montli as the said piirwannahs to 
the ryots of Ueemrana, a confirmatory amulnamch from the Duftur of the Emperor 
to Rajah Chundurban of the territory of Neemrana, subject to furnishing a military 
contingent, was issued. Of this an official translation (0.) is annexed. 



It is an historical and notorions fact that the State of Ul-Kon* tras at that date 
of very recent existence, having been founded « by usurpation of the Chief of 
Machery, a dependant of Jeypore, and recognized, about 1780, by Imperial sunnud, 
wJien the title of Rao Rajah was conferred on the Chief, Pertaub Singh, father of 
Bukhtawur Singh, whose pretensions are the subject of this memorial. He was tho 
grandfather of the present minor Rao Rajah. Pertaub Singh made UIwur his capital t 
hence the designation of the Raj. 

8. With Captain Beynon’s Report is a translation of a sunnud signed by Lord 
Lake, dated 28th November, A. D. 1803, addressed to the ami/s, choicdries, 
&c., of {inter alia) talookas Durbarpore, Ruttae, Neemrana, reciting a treaty of 
friendship between the East India Company and Rajah Bulchtawur Singh (Rajah 
of UIwur), and making over tlie districts above named to the Rajah “ for his ex- 
“ penses, subject to the concurrence of the Governor-General,” and concluding, — 
“ On the permission of the Governor-General being received, another simmtd 
“ will be given in place of the present one, which wdll be recalled.” 

That document, your memorialist submits, is a provisional jaidad or jaglieer 
sunnud (that is, a grant or assignment of land-revenue, cess, or tiubute) upon the 
districts named, in the protected State of Neemrana, assuming to assign mdl or re- 
venue, due to the grantor, over to the jagheerdar ; and whereby (if effective) UIwur 
was to become a jagheerdar (in respect of Neemrana) of the British Government,— 
certainly not Neemrana a jagheerdar of UIwur. 

It does not appear that tlie Governor-General’s sanction or confirmation of the 
grant w'as ever received. 

o 

9. Such, your memorialist submits, are the actual facts and data from which 
Captain Beynon ventures to draw tho inference that the sovereignty and independ- 
ence of Neemrana either never existed or was permanently extinguished under 
the Mahrattas, or ceased upon the treaty of the latter with the British. 

And yet Neemrana had certainly not then “ yielded” to any military operations, 
nor been subject to any. 

10. The Chief of Neemrana, when apprised of Lord Lake’s grant to the Chief 
of UIwur, considered it a grievance tliat the paramount State, represented by tho 
British General, should assume to give a jagheer, ahenating a large portion of tho 
revenues of Neemrana j but, in the then temper of the General, who was flushed 



with victor}’-, and oi' i-icbesto^ ferma'witli the recentlj-born State of TJIwur, it cannoi 
be matter for wondo’^ ’hat your memorialist’s ancestor should have failed to obtain 
any retraction, and that, therefore, lie could not choose for the time, but ostensibly 
accept the charge, viz., the same cess as had been theretofore payable to the Mah- 
rattas (moxoafiq istimrar qiideexnke), Rs. 8,68A {see supra, paragraph 6), assessed, in 
favor of the jaglieerdar, upon the Neemrana territory, which temtory then consist- 
ed of forty-one mouzalis or villages. 

An alleged translation of the kuhooleut said to have been given under those cir- 
cumstances by your memorialist’s ancestor is annexed to Captain Beynon’s Report. 
Your memoi’ialist has no means of testing the correctness of that translation, nor 
the genuineness of the document ; but your memorialist annexes hereto an original 
putta, with an official translation (D.) from the Neemrana senslita purporting to be 
from an official of Ulwur, and fixing the claim of Ulwnr as assumed to be granted 
by Lord Lake, viz., that formerly imposed by or yielded to Madho Rao Scindia. That 
grant and burden has alw.ays been looked upon at Neemrana as an irregularity, 
as well as an injustice ; and, in fact, not only did it remain unconfirmed by compe- 
tent authority, but no monies were ever paid by your memorialist’s ancestor under 
it, as your memorialist will presently show. 

11. Tlio transaction just described is thus related by Captain Beynon in his 
Report : — “ Bukhtawur Singh, the ruler of TJIwur, on obtaining this addition to his 
territory, made over a portion of his districts, containing 41 villages, including 
“ the talook of Neemrana, to Rajah Chundurban, as an istemraree possession, sub- 
jeet to the payment of an annual tribute of Rs. 8,684.” Your memorialist sub- 
mits that, assuming Lord Lake’s sunnud, of itself, to have legal or political signi- 
ficance, a fair narrative of the transaction might be as follows, viz : — ‘‘ Lord Lake, 
the British General, re-imposed the tribute or cess which the ruler of Neemrana 
had theretofore paid to Scindia in favor of the new ally, Bukhtawur Singh of Ulwur, 
in spite of the earnest remonstrances of him of Neemrana (a power of little moment, 
and not worth conciliating), who, perforce, accepted a putta and gave a kuhooleut 
assenting to the arrrangement, i. e., to pay the cess to Ulwur, the British jaglieerdar.'’’ 
Such would have been at least a fair historical narration. Surely the Rajah’s 
kuhooleut did not make any change in the title to, or possession of, the lands of Neem- 
rana, any more than it could operate as a surrender of the Chiefship or sovereignty 
of the Neemrana State, however petty in extent that State may have then become 
by encroachments ? 
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The ancient position of your memorialist's inheritance is thus referred to by 
Colonel Tod, in his Annals and Antiquities of Rajasthan (Volume IL, page 485) 

There were many allodial Chieftains within the bounds of Amber, as the Puncli- 
wana Chohans about Lalslont, Gooral, Neemrana, %oho oived neither service nor tri- 
“ bate to Joypore, but led their quotas, as distinct dignitaries of the Empire, under the 
‘‘flag of Amber. Even their own stock, the confederated Shekawats, deemed 
“ themselves under no such obligation. 

“ The Bergoojurs of Rajore, the Jadoons of Biana, and many others, the vassal- 
“ age of older days, were in the same predicament. These [not Noomrana, bo it 
“ observed] being, in the decline of the Empire, unable to protect themselves, the 
“ more readily agreed to hold their ancient allodial estates as fiefs of Amber, and 
“ to serve with the stipulated quota.” 

So that Neemrana was clearly an independent power. Eor has any political 
event since occuiTed to affect the allodiality of Neemrana, — an Imperial fief perhaps, 
but not a dependant of any minor State. Witli respect to the Mahratta chout, even 
Delhi and the Moghul had, in early days, and to purchase peace, submitted to that, 
as a military (or predatory) cess. The Mahratta, until subdued, was an incubus on 
the Empire, and affected Imperial rights, but did not touch the status, in the Empire, 
of princiimlities, such as Neemrana. 

12. Captain Beynon having thus created a title for the Ulwur Chief to the 
Lordship of Neemrana, taking this to mean and include political superiority as well 
as territorial ownership, next narrates, in his 9th paragraph, that the first instidmont 
of the tribute was paid, as “ appears in the Durbar account” — that is, of Ulwur. 
Your memorialist emphatically denies the validity, the truth, the genuineness of 
any such entry in the Ulwur accounts. Its genuineness is wholly unsupported in 
the Neemrana accounts, or by any chelan or independent j^roof whatever. Moreover, 
in the statement annexed to Captain Beynon’s Bejiort, of the revenues collected by 
the Uhvur Durbar, no mention is made of collections from Neemrana pre%fious to 
Sumbut 1862, that is, the date of tlie flight and exile of your memorialist’s ancestor, 
as presently mentioned. The explanation of the absence of any entiy of revenue, by 
the allegation that the collections were contracted or farmed, does not account for 
no entry being made of the farm-rent. 

13. Cajitaiu Beynon’s 10th paragraph relates to the misfortune of your memo- 
rialist’s ancestor, in being unable to cope with the rebel Narayan Bao, Avho took re- 



fuge in Neemrana. Your meTDorialist'& ancesror, Eajah Chundnrbanj fled, in dreac 
of the incensed General, and remained long a fiigitism and an exile. No overt act 
or proof of hostility against British power is or was alleged against Rajah Chun • 
durban in this important crisis ; and his subsequent condonation and treatment, 
when the heat of warfare had subsided, must, at least, your memorialist submits, bo 
taken to have effaced the fault, if fault it were, and his demerits or evil desert in 
consequence. 

14. Whilst the Rajah Chundurban was thus exiled, the Uhvur Chief, encouraged 
by the British General, Lord Lake, took to himself the forty-one villages named in 
his sunmid. Neemrana Avas deserted and waste, though probably revenue may have 
been enforced from a fcAV districts. 

15. Ca 2 )tain Beynon relates that, ‘‘ for sheltering Nara 3 'an Rao, an enemy of 
“ the British Govcimment, Chundurban was proclaimed an outlaAV, and not alloAv- 
“ ed to enter the Uhvur territoiy.” Your memorialist denies that there Avas any 
such proclamation ; his ancestor fled from fear, and remained a A'oluntaiy exile, un- 
der the falsely excited indignation of General Lord Lake. 

16. Captain Bejmon next lightly touches upon tlie open'and active rebellion of 
the Chief of Uhvur in 1813. The British GoA’crnment Avere compelled to wage Avar 
upon Uhvur, and summoned the Chiefs of Rajpootana to tlieir assistance. Among 
the rest. Rajah Chundurban, still a refugee AA'ith the Rajah of Jeypore, Avas sum- 
moned. 

Your memorialist’s ancestor readily responded to the call ; and he asked Sir Charles 
Metcalfe (aa'Iio had signed the proclamation) for an introduction to the Officer in com- 
mand of the British forces, General Marshall, Avhich Avas accorded. This appears, 
from the dates of the respectiAm translations appended to the Report of Captain Beynon, 
viz., a proclamation or summons specially addressed to “ Chundurban, Chief of 
Neemrana,” bearing date the 3rd October, 1813, and tlio letter of Sir Charles Met- 
calfe, referring to the Rajah’s Avish to be introduced to the General, bearing date tlie 
12th November in the same year. And yet Captain Beynon describes this proceed- 
ing as “ a proclamation issued, giAung notice of the intended inarch of the British 
“ troops, and a copj sent by Sir Charles Metcalfe to Rajah Chundurban, ivho asked 
permission to he allowed to accompany the force.” Captain Beynon continues, In 
“ die letter of Sir Charles Metcalfe, granting the permission, he advises him, if possi- 
“ ble, to make up Im difference loitli Ulwurd' 



j7. Youi 'ComorTali^^ <-nrinoi. 'na char?otorji<’c Captain Beynon’s relation of tho 
iransacUoi: in Hu, ;;Kf paiprapi not merely very incorrect, but uncandid. Sir 
Charie'- ilietcalfc's 'etfcr is mistranslated. Its true purport and signification is as 
fobows ; — “ Jt peace ensue between the Government (scil. the British Government) 
3 ml ilie Uhvur State, well and good; if not, act as General Marshall directs you.” 
ibe lext or meaning of the letter in fact ambiguous (which they are not), 

’ircumstances would disaffirm Captain Beynon’s construction. 

1 0 . Tliere wms then no dispute, nor had there been any discussion or difference 
between the rulers of Uhvur and Neemrana. It certainly accords 171111 the conclu- 
sion arrived at, or assumed, by Captain Beynon, that such dispute or difference 
be stated. It is, however, not recorded, nor had it happened. In the position 
of the Ulwur Chief at that time, it would have been surely immaterial and 
irrelevant to advert to any private dispute. Bukhtawur Singh of Ulwmr was ac- 
tually a rebel, in open arms. An attested translation of the letter is annexed (E.). 

19. The British General and the local Political Authorities being highly satis- 
fied with the aid rendered and the conduct showm by your memorialist’s ancestor in 
that affair, the latter was honored with an autograph letter from the Governor-Ge- 
neral, of which an exact translation (attested by the Joint Chief Translator of tho 
Supreme Court (F. in Appendix, MS.) is as folloivs : — 

Of high ahd exalted dignitv, help of friends, peace be to you I 

Your friendly note, congratulating me on my arrival in Calcutta for the admi- 
nistration of the affairs of tho metropolis and territories of this high surhar, send- 
ing a nuzzur, and informing me of your having rendered a service to this Govern- 
ment, of your attending on the Metcalfe Saheb Bahadur (tho noble-minded, of 
exalted dignity, regulator of wealth, the manager of territorial affairs, and courage- 
ous in battle), and of the matters relative to your faithfulness, has reached mo. It 
has pleased and enlightened me. 

The communication of the congratulation, and thd sending of the nuzzur by you, 
of exalted dignity, testify your sincere friendship and strong devotedness, and have 
become the source of great joy tome. Whatever you have written ip a friendly 
manner about your faithfulness, of the service rendered to this eternally durable 
Government, and of your attendance on the Metcalfe Saheb, have been well under- 
stood by me, and have made an impression on my mind which bears the seal of 
friendship. 



' The nuzzur mentioned Is acimo'ndedged -pnLh my hearty hut, 'recording to the 
custom of this Goverumeni, it is dispensed vath. It is meet that, i-egai’ding me 
as your well-wisher, you keep me constantly informed of your welfare. It is 
superfluous to write further. 

(Sd.) MOIRA- 

(^On the back, at the comer, Rajah Chundubban.) 

On the cover : 

Of high and exalted dignit}^, hel]) of friends. Rajah Chhitoueban, peace be to 
you ! Written on the 15th June, 1814, E. S., corresponding with the 25th of 
Jamaduelsani, 1229 Hijree. 

(Sealed with the Persian Seal of the Governor-General.) 

• 20. • Captain Beynon appends a mutilated translation of that letter, omitting 
.the principal titles of compliment and friendly expressions, such as official etiquette 
render inadmissible towards a mere subordinate sub-fief-holder, which Captain 
Beynon would have your memorialist’s ancestor to have been. 

21. A courteous invitation was sent to Rajah Chundurban by the Durbar of 
iClwur (who had then made their peace with the paramount State), consequent upon 
peremptory instructions and expression of his wishes by the Delhi Resident, Sir 
Charles Metcalfe, to the Vakeels of Ulwur at Delhi. Captain Beynon annexes 
jlranslation of a note from Sir Charles, Metcalfe to the Ulwur Chief, iii which your 
Memorialist’s ancestor is spoken of as sprung from a branch of tlie family of 
Bukhtawur Singh. Your memorialist knows nothing of that note, but no rela- 
tionship, even the most distant, existed in fact between the two families, other than 
the marriage of Chundurban’s son with the sister of Bukhtawur Singh, — a cliild- 
less miion. 

22. The result of the occurrence related in the last paragraph was that the 
Ulwur Chief restored to your memorialist’s ancestor fifteen out of the forty-one 
villages, of which, upon the latter's flight, he had taken possession. Captain Bey- 
non misdescribes the proceeding thus ; — “ Rajah Chundurban was restored to 
“ the estate which he formerly held.'’’ 

It is worthy of note that, at this date, as stated by Captain Beynon in his 
rodbakaree, the Chief of Ulmir was a child of eight years of age. 

6 20 



i' V. i »» 

V >t- ; 


23. Captciru Jjc/'nG'ii pi'oceods tpote from, and he appends, the document 
given by the Uh^ur L'urbar on thit leMoration. Thai document (which is annexed 
hereto in originsd), exactly vcanslated by the Joint Chief Ti’anslator of the Supreme 
Ocui. (G-. in Appendix, MS.) is as follows: — 

Sree Eamjee! 

(Seal of Dewan Balmnkund, servant of the Mohs Rao Rajah Sewaee Beni Singh Bahadoor), 

Under the dictum {vaclianat') of Sree Dewan, the villages of the Pergunnahs ' 
Neemrana, &c.j are granted to the Gomashta of Eajah Chundiu'bhanjee from the>S’iV- 
hxr, for the haithuck (sitting expenses) of the Eajajee. 

Commencing from the vernal harvest of 1872 Sumbut. 

As per following list, Mouzahs 15 ; — 

Of the Pergunnah Neemrana ... 11 Of the Pergunnah Uarnicote — 

Pergunnah Neemrana ... 1 Mouzahs Hapa Manki : main village 

Mouzah Naghouri ... 1 one, and another included in it, 2 

Mouzahs Nangli Balai ... 2 

Mouzah Nangul Soojan Singh 1 Of the Pergunnah Baroud — 
Mouzah Daburwass ... 1 Mouzah Gadha Ponmna ... 1 

Mouzah Eorwal ... 1 

Mouzah Salarpur ... 1 Of the Pergrmnah Madhan — 

Mouzah Kdioseeawas ... 1 Mouzah Beerumpura ... 1 

Mouzah Jaitpore ... 1 

Mouzah Chichholi ... 1 

Cause these villages to be cultivated, appropriate tlie income to use, continue to 
side with the sar/ia?’ fsar/tar se rajoo raha karo ). — Dated 13th of Falgoon Soodee, 
Sumbut 1872. 

On the back : 

Copy entered in the Duftur of the Huzoor. 

24. Captain Beynon’s eiTors in description and translation of that document 
ai*e remarkable. He calls it a putta, but it nowhere is so designated. Captain 
Bey non makes it commence with the address, “ To Dewan Brojunauth, Gomashta 
“ of Eajah Chundurbhanjee,” mistaking the Sanscrit vaclianat, “ on tlie word,” or 



( V7 ) 


“ dictated by,'* for a proper I'ln-e; rv-jacb pf,signs^ O'? co'ijectm-e, to •T/oinasat ^ 
orDewan of Eajati Dttindarba', •'••iioreas it is a '‘^cital oP ILc -ri’ant be.rg u -.Oio- 
pliance with the diciurn O- (t as directed by) tlic Dlwiir De’-'ac. Captsii' Eev"'''oc 
concludes his translation,- Oontinue obedient to the Government! ’'whioh. a,- i 
significant sentence, he introduces into the body of his Eeport. But xhe ‘-riginal 
does not, in tenor nor purport, in any wise warrant the introduction of iht. warn- 
ing to obedience. In the concluding phraso, sarJear se rajoo raha karo, the mis- 
translation is of the word rajoo. This wmrd is Arabic, not Hindee, and is used in 
Persian writings and intercourse : it has a conventional meaning in Indian docu- 
ments. 

In Johnson’s Arabic and Persian Dictionary, among the meaning, of rajoo-ai are, 
‘‘succeeding well,” “benefiting” “ reference ;” and o’ajoo, “ hoping,” “ fearing,” 
“ hope;” andra/-ai (the root of rq/oo-ai), “profiting,” “benefiting,” “ agreeing with,” 
“ doing good,” “ being restored to health,” “ utility,” profit.” The phrase might, 
perhaps, be legitimately construed as a claim to gratitude and friendship, cer- 
tainly not “ obedience.” Oaptain Beynon’s apology for this mistake must be that 
he was misled by the Vakeels of Ul'wur, to -whom, as appears 'from his roobakaree, 
he applied for explanation. Could the word be fairly construed as enjoining obe- 
dience, it is to be remarked, as inconsistent with the far-fetched and ingenious sug- 
gestion of the Ulwur Vakeels, that no penalty is added for disobedience. Captain 
Beynon states that tlie paper bears the seal of Sree Thakoor Akhey Singh Bauka- 
wut, but it has the seal of the Dewan Balmookund only. 

The document signifies and proves, your memorialist submits, simply a giving 
up of the villages named, without any reservation whatever. As regards them, the 
claim under Lord Lake’s sunnud is resigned. With respect to the remaining twenty- 
six smaller Mouzahs (of the 41 usurped), the aggression of the Dlwur State re- 
mained, — not without remonstrance, as appears from Colonel Sutherland’s letter at a 
later period (M. in Captain Beyuon’s Appendix). 

25. Captain Beynon relates that “ Neemrana was one of the districts made 
“ over to Bulwunth Singh” on the partition of Ulwur and Tejara. This was not 
so ; Ueemi’ana is not specified in the documents appended by Captain Beynon as 
evidence of the partition, and it nowhere appears that there was any such asser- 
tion of power over the Neemrana territory. It is a mere conjecture and assumption 
of Captam Beynon, tending to support his own conclusion. The territory given to 
Bulwunth Singh is recited and described in the Rao Eajah’s engagement as what had 
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ieon given lo Ins father, Buklitawur Singh, by the Briiisli Government. That gift 
was lu exchange, in 1S05, for territories ceded to the British Government. The 
transJated engagement is to be found in ilie Treaties published by the House of 
Lords, 1853 ; the grant of tlie British Government therein being, “ the Fort of 
‘‘ Kisliengurh, together with its dependencies and the stores contained in tlie Fort, 
and the Pergunnahs of Tojara, Tipookrah, and Kathoomur” — thus defined, and no 
more. 

26. Captain Beynoii next, in his 19th paragraifii, makes two distinct asser- 
tions, viz . : — 

I. — It is only since the partition between Eao Eajah and Bulwunth Singh 
that the Chief of Neemrana has asserted independence. 

II. — He did so ou the plea that his estate was the gift of the IJlwur Dur- 
bar, and thei'c/ore he was not a Jagheerdar of Bulwunth Singh of Tejara. 

Captain Beynon’s only proof, not in support of but in connection witli these 
remarkable assertions, is an alleged private note from Eajah Chundurban to Salig- 
rara, the Uli>'ur Dewan, expressing, in complimentary terras, his appreciation of 
the kind disposition of the Ulwur Durbar. 

The letter bears no seal, and is dated Sumbut 1876, i, e., six 3 mars anterior to 
tlie partition of Ulwur and Tejara, which was in Sumbut 1882. Tour memorialist 
is at a loss to understand why Captain Beynon has connected tliis more than doubt- 
ful and immaterial exliibit with the bold assertions in his 19th paragraph. 

27. Cajitain Beynon’s 21st and 22nd jiaragraphs simply but immistakeably 
prove — Isi, that, until the third generation, viz.., the reign or Chiefship of Eajah 
Bejee Hingh, the Chief of Ulwur did not Amnturo any political interference with, or 
domination over, Heemrana ; 2nr7, that then he attempted tlie very ordinary asser- 
tion of right to control, by establishment of a tliannah ; Zrd, that he was checked 
and made to retract this assertion by the paramount power. 

Major Thoresby the Officiating Agent’s letter of 24th April, 1845 (8 in Captain 
Beynon’s Appendix), clearly disallows the right. In the Ulwur Duftur is to be found 
a subsequent letter, in Persian, of Major Thoresby (23rd May, 1845), addressed to 
the Eao Eajah, expressing in strong terms tlie illegality, in the writer’s opinion, of 
anj' interference with the Eajah of Heemrana, and that the claim to treat Heerarana 
as a Jagheerdar is not borne out by the records. Your memorialist possesses an (un- 
authenticated) copy of that letter, an official translation of which he annexes (H.). • 



28. The 2‘6rd 24th pt^tij.aa'ohs ox C'apV.iin Beyiioo are ? tissue Oa tiistojicd 
circumstances, as %viE ,«osertly i’ppcar, 

29. Or. tho i8th Liooeiiiborj 1855, the then .rlsrcnt to the Governor-Greneral m 
Eajpootana. Sir J3 M. Lawrence, forwarded a I’ooin/cnrec directing the Agent of the 
principality ol' Iveiowlee, Captain Hardcastle, who was then engaged in the settle- 
ment of Shekawatee, to enquire into a complaint made by your memorialist’s father, 
“ on the subject of the entrance of the Ulwur force in his principality ; of tho ap- 
“ proach of a further force with guns and zumbooruks ; and of the plunder of cattle 
“ and fodder by them.” On the 8tli January following, further official documents 
were forwarded to the same officer, and ho forthwith instituted a local enquiry. 

30. Captain Hardcastle’s roobakaree, dated 18th January, 1856, an official trans- 
lation of which is hereto annexed (L), states that, on tlie morning of the 11th Janu- 
ary, he saw, xvith his own eyes, the Ulwur force lying within the precincts of Neem- 
rana, and that Ulwur thannalis were established in several of the Neemrana villages, 

and other aggressive and hostile demonstrations of the Chief of Ulwur. 

Captain Hardcastle took the depositions of the commander of tho Uhvur force 
and of one of the Ulwur Thannahclars. Captain Hardcastle ordered the removal of 
the force and of the thannalis. ' 

31. Tlie Ulwur Chief wrote a letter to Captain Hardcastle, enclosing six docu- 
ments, as proofs of his permanent political rights over Neemrana. - 

With reference to one of them, viz., the document giving up the fifteen villages 
to Eajah Chundurban {supra paragraphs 23, 24), Captain Hardcastle writes : — 
“ Having procured the original from tho Neemrana Vakeel, I examined it with its 
“ Hindce copy, forwarded to mo by the Eajah of Ulwmr, and found them t6 agree 
“ with each other ; but in the Persian translation thereof, the words paitai Keemrana 
Jagheerdar. have been added.” 

32. Captain Hardcastle took the deposition of tho Zemindars of Chowbara, 
Sanseree, Fouladpore, and Eajgurh, subjects directly of the British Government, 
relative to spoliation by the Uhvur force in passing through their estates. Cap- 
tain Hardcastle adds — “ Others stated the same thing. About two thousand inha- 
“ bitants of Neemrana must have fled to Shahjehanpoi’e.” 

33. The commander .of the Ulwur force, Kalikaprosad, filed an avowal and 
defence with Captain Hardcastle, which is recited in his Eeport,. namely,— 
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I am tHe servant of the Eao Eajah Saheb of Uhvur. I have been ordered by' my 
master to seize the villages of Neemrana, because the servants of the Neemrana 
“ Eajah have been guilty of -wounding and killing some of the troops of the Uhvur 
“ Eajah. I have followed this order. Now, whatever be your intention, commu- 
nicate it to the Eao Eajah. I can do nothing without the order of my master.” 

Upon this. Captain Hardeastle ordered Agreeably to the complaint of the 
“ Neemrana Eajah, as to the oppression and injury committed by the Uhvur force in 
‘‘ his iwincipality, the Burra SaJieb (Agent, Eajpootana) has sent me here. I have 
‘‘ been convinced of the truth of his complaint, with respect to the congregation of 
‘Hhe Uhvur force, the establishment oi thannahs, and the committing of oppression 
“ and injury in Neemrana. I shall report this to the Burra SaJieb, and, till his 
‘‘ reply in this case reach the Eao Eajah, it is necessary that you should remove the 
“ thannahs and the forces from the jurisdiction of Neemrana ; otherwise our Gov- 
“ ernment would regard this proceeding as an act of disobedience on tlie part of 
“ the Uhvur Eajah ; and during this period you shall raise no high hand against the 
“ inhabitants (of Neemrana). I leave here a Moonshee, a Chobdar, and a Chup- 
“ rassee, for the purpose of reporting to me, from time to time, any fnrtlier acts of 
‘‘ violence you may commit. If there bo any oppression, I shall receive a report 
‘‘ to that effect. If, after my departure, a single Uhvur trooper should come to 
“ Neemrana and commit the slightest injury, double the damage will be exacted, 
“ and for every bundle robbed a tliousand rupees will be exacted.” 

34. The Eao of Eewari, in an answer to a requisition from Captain Hardeastle, 
testified to the existence of Neemrana as a separate principality, unconnected with 
Uhvur. 

35. Captain Hardeastle further -writes : — Kalikaprosad, being desired to give 
“ an explanation of the injury done in Neemrana, said that an investigation is 

being made as to the Neemrana Eajah being a Jagheerdar of Uhvur. When this 
“ investigation is completed, he will reply to tliat. It was tlierefore necessary to 
ascertain- whether or not the Neemrana Eajah is actually a Jagheerdar of Uhvur ; 
“ whether the Uhvur Eajah had, on any former occasion, laid such a claim on 
“ Neemrana or not ; and, if such claim had been laid, the Eesident Bahadoors 
must have come to some decision on the subject.” 

36. Captain Hardeastle details his investigation, also his reasons for arriving 

at the conclusion that Neemrana is independent, and that the pretensions of 
Ulwur are without warrant. ■ • 



: 37. Your memorialist respectfully refers your Excellency to the records of 

that investigation, and submits that, on tlie face of it, it is careful, candid, and 
unprejudiced, and in marked contrast, tliereforo, to the Report of Captain Boynon. 

38. The question having thus been directly and officially investigated and 
decided, subject to’ the formal confirmation of the Agent, not long after^vards a 
counter-complaint was made by the Ulwur Durbar as to the affra3>- that had 
occurred between the sowars of Ulwur and Neemrana. This affray, it is to be 
observed, happened before the deputation of Captain Hardcastlc. 

39. Captain Nixon w'as delegated to enquire into the complaint of Ulwur. 
His Report, in English, is furnished by Captain Boynon, and much dwelt upon 
by that officer. Your memorialist refers to that Report at length. 

40. With reference to that Report, your memorialist submits : — 

I. — The only subject of enquiry authorized was the affray : it was a Foujda- * 
ree or criminal proceeding merely, not a political investigation ; nor did the 
political claims of Ulwur necessarily or properly come in question, as they did 
before Captain Hardcastle ; tliereforo the revision and attempted reversal of the 
conclusion of the latter officer were gratuitous and without warrant. 

II. — Captain Nixon’s grounds for discrediting Captain Hardcastle’s opinion 
are manifestly insufficient and untenable. 

41. Your memorialist is wholly unable to account for the absence of papers 
or further proceedings connected witli Captain Hardcastle’s roohakaree, as noti ced 
by Captain Beyhon. Your memorialist submits that, had the late Sir H. M. 
Lawrence taken the papers into his consideration, it is but reasonable to suppose 
that his decision would have been in accordance witli the • result of the only full 
and official enquiry into the relations of the two States, vk., that made by Captain 
Hardcastle. Your memorialist also submits that the suggestion of Major Eden 
{soil.) that Sir H. M. Lawrence “ would seem to have entertained some doubts on 
“ the question, since it was under his consideration for a protracted period,” is 
conjectural merely. 

42. Your memorialist further -submits’ to your Excellency that Captain 
Beynon, in dwelling upon the irregular Report of Captain Nixon, and virtually 
ignoring the strictly regular proceeding of Captain Hardcastle, has acted with bias. 



tJaplain, x^efj'iop has Hoi ''fipt me reasons nor rnfcrcnces of Captain Hardcastle ; 
nor Lad Ho one material document before him that v/as not submitted to the latter. 

4S. It remains that your memorialist notice a head of evidence, in your me- 
morialist’s favor, v'hich your memorialist has not dwelt upon, because of less import- 
ance than other matters, but whicli Captain Beynoii would appear to consider the 
stronghold of your memorialist’s pretensions, and thereforo worthy of his (Captain 
Be}Tion's) elaborate attack and refutation. Your memorialist alludes to the proof 
afforded by form and ceremonial, by recognition of the honor and consideration in- 
variably and as of right duo to your memorialist and his ancestors, as representing an 
independent sovereign princ'pality (that is, independent of all save the one para- 
mount State). 

44. Captain Beynon’s opinion is (31st paragraph of tlie Report) ; — ‘‘ If, on these 
“ grounds, Neeinrana can claim her independence, there is scarcely a petty Chief 

» “ or officer of rank and respectability, who are Jagheerdars in Eajpootana, that could 
“ not, on the same plea, claim his independence.” 

45. But is this so ? Ever since the British Residency has been established 
at Delhi, has Neemrana, as an independent principality, been tliere represented 
and recognized, except, perhaps, during a short period under the rule of Mr. Mar- 
tin, and particularly referred to in Captain Hardcastle’s rodbaharee. 

It is notorious tliat political and official etiquette requires a distinction in com- 
municating with a political and sovereign Chief, such as your memorialist asserts 
himself to he, — and amere Jagheerdar and dependent, such as Captain Beynon, Mr. 
Martin (without enquiry), and Captain Eixon describe tbe occupant of the Neem- 
rana guddee. 

This your memorialist does not think it requisite to lengtlien his (unavoidably 
long) memorial by contending for. Tour memorialist annexes (K.) official trans- 
lations of extracts from sundiy letters of several independent Princes, and of the 
Governor-General of India, addressed to the Chief of Reemrana ; also copy of a 
letter of the Lieutenant-Governor of the Eorth-Western Provinces. It will be ob- 
served that tlio Chief of Ulwur and other Princes speak of the “i?q/ of Neemrana^''' 
and treat tlie Chief of that principality as their equal. 

46. With respect to the fact, if it be one, relied on by the Yakeels of Ulwur, 
that ryots of Reemraua present nuzzurs to Ulwur, tliose who do so are holders of 



]^nd in the Ulwur territov 7 Bimilarlj'-, ryots of UIwur, an account of lioldingE 
in Neomrana, present mui^.drs xo your memorialist. Moreover, your momoriahst 
and his ancestors, by reason of their direct descent from Prithi Raj, the last Chohan 
and Hindu Emperor of Delhi, receives nuzziirs from tlie subjects of many Chiefs, — 
not, however, therefore claiming their allegiance. (<See Tod’s Rajasthan, Vol. IL, 
page 451). 

47. Your memorialist humbly submits to your Excellency that he has, in this 
his memorial, established two propositions ; — 

I. — That, until and except the act of Lord Lake, relied upon by the Ulwur Dur- 
bar, viz., the document and grant by which that General professed to give over, 
subject, however, to express confirmation, a portion of the revenues of Heemrana,‘no 
proof or pretence is offered in support of the Ulwur claim ; but that, on the con- 
trary, it is clear that Ncemrana was not in any way a dependent of Ulwur. 

II. — Tliat Lord Lalte’s act did not, and could not, confer the right claimed, and 
built upon it, by the Ulwur Durbar, on behalf of the Rao Rajah. 

48. In connection with those propositions, your memorialist would place 
Major Eden’s careful and elaborate summary of “ the case for Ulwur,” viz. : — 

“ 1st. — The agreement between tlie Ulwur State and the Agent of Rajah Chun- 
‘‘ durbhanjee gives the estate only in istemraree.” 

This must allude to the alleged kuhooleut, as to which your memorialist refers 
to the 10th paragraph of this memorial. It is not even contended that Ohundur- 
ban had no estate or possession in Neemrana at the date of Lord Lake’s sunnud; 
so that, your memorialist submits, Ohundurban must have continued to hold what 
that sunnud did not take away. Major Eden proceeds ; — 

“ 2nd. — On the outlawry of Rajah Chundurbhanjee, the Ulwur Durbar took 
possession of it in 1805, and enjoyed its revenue up to A. D. 1815.” 

But there was no outlawry ; and as to the taking possession and enjoyment, 
they were both, your memorialist contends, unresisted acts of oppression, even if 
under colour of right. Such possession or enjoyment could not confer right or title, 
if in itself wrongful, and is therefore immaterial as proof of title : it was neither 
permissive nor prescriptive. Major Eden proceeds : — ■ 
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« grc?. The IJltyur Darbnr ucJiii- inme to v' good understanding -with Eajah 

Omndurban, -vvbo had been in outlawry ; and an agreement was entered into 
« between Dewan Balmookund, &c., on the part of Ulwur and Dewan Brijnauth, 
Agent of Ollundurbhanjee, wherein he was again granted certain estates, one of 
the provisions being tliat ho should continue obedient to the Government of 
Ulwurd' 

This is f n.ero repetition of refuted errors. Tliere was no “ agreement,” no 
Dewan Bi'ijnautli, ” no “ provision that he should continue obedient” (supra para- 
graphs 23 and 24). 

Major Eden proceeds : — 

“ 4t7i. — In 1825, a division of the Ulwur State took place under the guarantee 
of the British Governments, Bunneh Singh retaining Ulwur, — Tejata, Neemrana, 
and other districts being made over to liis illegitimate brother, Bulwunth Singh. 
“ On the death of the latter, the estates reverted to Bunneh Sing.” 

This is an adoption of a mistake of Captain Beynon, which slight enquiry would 
have served to correct, and which is exposed in your memorialist’s 25th paragraph. 

Major Eden’s 5tli stage, in his plea for Ulwur, is a repetition of Capt. Beynon’s 
assumptioai, viz., (1) of an imaginary foundation of your memorialist’s claims, such 
as your memorialist cannot but admit would be both futile and ludicrous ; and 
(2) tliat your memorialists relies, for affirmative proof of the independence of his 
principality, upon the recognition of his position in correspondence and otherwise. 
These, as auxiliary and cumulative facts, are important ; they are legitimate sequences 
of established conclusions, not relied upon as independent proof of those conclusions, 
although, in themselves, irreconcilable with tlie existence of the title usurped by Ulwur, 
vis., to hold the Chief of Neemrana as his subject landholder, — a mere Jagheerdar of 
Ulwur, — as they are utterly irreconcilable with the inferior and mean condition to 
which Your Excellency’s memorialist now finds himself violently reduced, and from 
which he prays to be rescued. 

Major Eden concludes his “case for Ulwur” by resolving it into two questions : — 

I. — Had Ulwur the origiual right to bestow the estates of Heemrana, 
&c. ? and — 

II* — ^If so, under what condition was it bestowed ? 



©le first questior isV.nBwerpd by tfib vao piopositions 'wkicb your memoriaiist 
submits, in the 47tl) paragraph of this meraorioi, to have been established by himo 

49. Finally, your memorialist, most ''■espectfiilly and in complete defer- 
ence to Your Excellency’s judgment, suggests that if, in the judgment of Your 
Excellency, the question of your memorialist, as Chief of Neemrana, being or not 
being a Jagheerdar of Ulwur be open to doubt, the most satisfactory method or 
scheme of solution "will be a Durbar, summoned to decide this question, of the 
Chiefs of Eajpootana. To them, the fact cannot but be known ; and thoi’ decision, 
either way, must relieve Your Excellency of the invidious task of deciding so deli- 
cate, and perhaps in some respects, to Yom* Excellency, intricate a dispute, when 
viewed as a question of right and justice. 

Your memorialist always relies upon Your Excellency’s justice and untiring 
effort to do right, and to redress all ^vrong that may have inadvertently been done 
in the name of Your Excellency and of the British Crown : under which feeling 
and persuasion, your memorialist craves Your Excellency’s attention to this his me- 
morial. 

(Sd.) ISHEEE SINGH. 


Dated Calcutta^ the Isi November, 1861. 



APPENDIX. 


A. 

TbausIiATION of a Purwannah, in Mahrattee and Persian, from Madho Rao Scindia, to 

the people of Neemrana. 

(Seal of Madho Kao Scindia.) 

To the Ohowdries, Canoongoes, and ryots of Pergunnah Neemrana, apper- 
taining to Die Subah Shahjehanabad (Delhi), the capital. Be it known, the said Per- 
gunnah having been transferred from (the charge of) the former Collecting Officer, 
is included in the jaidad of Eajah Ohundurban : it is incumbent on you to adhere 
to, and to attend on, the person above alluded to, as ryots and rent-payers. Ever 
remain responsible for the exact dues of the Sirkar ; and know this to be a peremp- 
tory injunction. 

Mattat.. 

Dated the 29th of Eabeulsani, the year 32 (of the reign of Shah Alum). 

A second Purwannah, of the same import, and in the same wording, excepting ihai 
for “ Pergunnah Neemrana'' read Talooka Ghelote, included in Pergunnah Neem^ 
rana," and for Mahal," “ Talooha." 

A third, of the same import, and in the same xoording, excepting that for ‘‘ Per~ 
gunnah Neemrana" read “ Talooka Madhun, included in Pergunnah Neemrana," and 
“ for Mahal," « Talooka." 

(Sd.) SHAMACHURN SIRCAR, 

Joint Chief Translator of H. M’s. Supreme Court. 

/ 

B. 

Translation of a Putta, in Persian and Mahrattee, from EJiandee Rao, to the Neemrana 

Rajah. 

(Seal of Kbando Rao, Naib of Madho Rao Scindia.) 

A Covenant. 

A putta, in confirmation, given to Rajah Chundurban, for'the Tuppahs of Neem- 
rana, Madhun, and Ghelote, to the following effect : — The annual sum of 8,684 


Sicca Eupees of Konocle is porpeinatvid, commencing from tlio vernal and autimi' 
nal harvests of the Fnslee year 1205, It is incumhpnt on yon that, by keeping the 
rymts contented, and rendering them grateful, by your good management, and thus 
making efforts in settling ryots and improving cultivation, yon continue to pay to 
the Sirkar the sum unalterably fixed, year by year, and harvest after harvest 

Forty-one Mouzahs ; yearly jumma, 8,684 Sicca Eupees of Kanode ; autumnal 
harvest, 3,474 ; vernal harvest, 5,210. 


Eeomrana, v 

Mouzahs ... 12 

Chanwodi, Mouzah 

... 1 

Tuppa Badheen, 

CO 

• 

• 

Madliun, Mouzahs 

... 12 

Giglana, 

Mouzah ... 1 

Eattai and Hapamanki, ,, 

... 2 

Mehtawas, 

,, ... 1 

Gheloto, „ 

... 12 


Fmis. 

Dated 5th of Jumadiulawul, tlie year 39 (of ilie reign of Shah Alum). 

(Sd.) SHAMACHUEN SIECAE, 
Joint Chief Ti’anslator of H. M’s. Supreme Court. 


C. 

TliANSliATloN of an Amulnameh, in Persian.^ from the Court of Delhi') to the 'people 

of Peemi'ana. 

(Seal of Nnjnff Kooloo Khan, 'Wnzcor of Shah Alum.) 

To the Cliou'dries, Canoongoes, Mucuddums, cultivators, and ryots of Pergun- 
nahs Ecemraua, Madliun, and Gheloto : Be it knomi ! — 

Eow the said Pergunnahs as (written) on the back are from the commencement 
of the autumnal harvest of the Fuslee y'car 1198, fixed by the Huzoor in thejaidad 
of Eajah Clumdurban, who is dauntless and powerful, and who has a force to ac- 
company him : it is incumbent on j’ou that you regard the said Eajah as absolute 
owner of the jaidad, and depart not fi’om his reasonable words, advice, and good coun- 
sel, and attending on and adhering to him, Imow your good to be in opotgeri (per- 
formance of the duty of ryots) and inalguzarce (payment of rent or revenue). His 
satisfaction and complaint will take effect upon you. It is tlie duty of the said 
Eajah to attend to all requirements and established customs, and to be careful not 
to leave •undone the minutest of minute matters relating thereto, keeping the ryots 
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thankful and conienlnd by his good conduct ; he will make ample efforts in im- 
proving the settlement and cultivation, and increasing .the revenue ; and attend on 
the Huzoor in the business of the Sirkar with his force. 

If it be the wish of the great God, there will be no nullification of the establish- 
ment of the for life. In the event of any suit being preferred by anybody 

respecting the talooks, it can never lie against the Rajah ; a substitute for the- claim 
shall be given to him by the Sirkar. Composed in mind, let the Rajah attend to 
business, and give aid to the Sirkar. Let promptitude in tliis matter be understood ; 
you will act as written here, and know this to bo urgent. 

Written on the 11th day of the month of Rabeulsani, the year 32 (of the reign of 
Shah Alum). 

Fikis. 

On the laeJc. 

Written on the zemen (back). Pergunnahs Noemrana, Madhun, and Ghelote 
are assigned to Rajah OInmdurban by the Huzoor as his jaidacl for military con- 
tingent, three Mehals. 

Pergunnah Neemrana ... ... Mehal 1 

„ Madhun ... ... „ 1 

„ Ghelote ... ' ... „ 1 

Copy entered in the Amul Duftur. — ^Dated i2th Rabeulsani, 32nd year of the 

glorious reign. Letter Alef. 

(Sd.) SHAMACHURN SIRCAR, 
Joint Chief Translator of H. M’s. Supremo Court. 


D. 

Tbanslation of a Putta, in the Hindee language and Dcvanagari character, from an 
Officer of the TJlwur Rajah, to the Gomashta of the Neemrana Rajah. 

(Sign.) 

Skee Ramjeb. 

(Seal of Madho Singh Jey fcawut, servant of the Maha Rao Rajah Sov?aoo Buhhtawnr Singh Bahndoor.) 

A putta of covenant for the Talooka Heemrana, &g., as per following detail, 
is granted to the gomashta of Rajah Chundurbanjee ; — 



Of the Talooka Feemransj Mou- 
zahs . . 13 

Of the Pergho Budheen, Moiizahs^ i 
Giglana Mouzah 1 

Mehtawas „ ... 1 

Chanwodi ... 1 

Of the Talooka Madhun, Monzahs,.. 12 


Vf iho Per.gmmah Battai Hu" 
pamanki, Mouz'-h «. -i 

Of the Talookp. Glielote- Mou- 
zahs o , . 12 

Of tlie Pergunnah Hersowee 
Mouzah Belni i 


The sum of Kupees 8,684 fixed for one whole year, on account of the 41 Mou- 
zahs, as a confirmation of an ancient cess. This is be received from the vernal 
harvest of Sumbut 1860, as per following Msis (instalments) : — 


8,486. 

For the vernal harvest of Sumbut 
1860, Es. 5,211— 

15th of Fagoon Soodeef, Es. 1,303 

15th of Chejd Soodee ,, 1,303 

15th of Bysak Soodee ,, 1,303 

15th of Jeyth Soodee ,, 1,302 


For the autumnal harvest of Sumbut 
1861, Es. 3,473— 


15th of Cartick Soodee, 

Rs. 

868 

15th of Aghun 


868 

15th of Pous Soodee 

>> 

868 

15th of Magh Soodee 


869 


To be received, harvest after harvest, as per kisis. "WTiatever remissions have 
continued from early times shall be allowed in proportion to the Hsts. 

Dated 3rd Fagoon Soodee Sumbut 1860. 


* Sia in original, 
t Light half of the lunar month. 


(Sd.) SHAMAOHUEN SIRKAR, 
Joint Chief Translator of H. M’s. Supreme Court. 


E. 

Tbanslation o/ a letter, in Persian, from Sir Charles Metcalfe, to Rajah Chundur- 

han of Neemrana. 

Eajah Sahib, kind to me, kind to friends — Peace be to you I 
After (expression of) wish for an interview with you, full of joy unbounded 
let this come to your knowledge in the garb of firiendship. 



[ iiave receiveci, joy, tlirougii the Dewan Chhajooram and Eoy Baliadoor 
^'ingh, your ietter, a token of delight, and understood its contents. Whereas you, 
that Irind siurit, desire to see General Marshall Sahib Bahadoor, high in rank, a 
letter relating to the present matter addressed to the said General Sahib Bahadoor 
is entrusted to the aforesaid persons. Having visited the General Sahib vitli this 
letter, do as ho says : if matters he righted with the Eao Bajah Bulchtawm- Smgh, 
well and good— if not, act according to the instruction of the Genoi'al Sahib 
Bahadoor. All good news. Keep mo in delight with information of your welfare. 

(Sd.) 0. T. METCALFE. 

On the cover. 

For the perusal of the Eajah Sahib, kind to me, and kind to friends, Eajah 
Chundurban, whom may the great God keep in peace 1— let it reach. 

On the other side. 

12tli November, A. D. 1813. 

(Seal of Cliarlos Thcopliilns Motcfllfo, Resident of Delhi.) 

(Sd.) SHAMACHURN SIRCAR, 

Joint Cliief Translator of H. M.’s Supreme Court. 

H. 

Copy of a letter from Major Tlmeshij, Agent^ Gove7'nor- Gcnci'al, Rajpootana, to the Rao 

Rajah of Ulivur^ dated 'i^rd Mag, 1845. 

I eeceiveT) your Idnd letter in reply to mine, in the matter of the Neemrana 
thannali, with the contents of which I have made myself acquainted. 

Your statement as to the losing and regaining of Neemrana by Eajah Chundur- 
ban, from beginning to end, is all true ; the papers relative to this matter also 
support this statement ; but your assertion that the Eajah of Neomraua is one of 
your Jagheerdars, and that you can exercise on liim the same power as on other 
Jagheerdars, with respect to cancelling it, or ejecting him, is not borne out by the 
papers forthcoming in the records. 

Neemraua and other villages have been caused to be restored to Eajah Chundur- 
ban from the XJlwur Rajah, by the order of tlie Agent of Delhi. A putta hoithuh 
from the Ulwur Eajah has been written to the Neemraua Eajah, and all this is also 



mentioned in tho papers at first sem. by tin blwa* Rajali, Tlie esiabfisbmem, ai 
tha7inahs in Necmrana, for tli<j cognizance of Foiydavee matters, belongs to ffie 
Necmrana Eajalij as it has liitlierto appertained to liis right, auJ he will be respon- 
sible for it. 

Besides, the Ncemrana Eajah belongs to a reputed ’and ancient family, and is 
nearly related to you. He feels dishonored on your establishing tliaiinalis : wherefore 
I w'rite to you, that you should regard these matters, and order your people to act 
in the matter of ihannalis agroeablj^ to former practice. 

(Sd.) SHAMAOHURH SmOAE, 

Joint Chief Translator of H. M.’s Supreme Court. 


I. 

Eoobakahee of the Office of the Agent of Raj Kei'oivli (held) at the sitting 

of Captahi Hardeastle^ Officiating Agent of the Rrincipalitg of Kei'Oivli, engaged in 
the setikme7it of Shehatvatee, dated Jegpore, 18ih Januaj'g, 1856. 

(Sd.) EDMUND HAEDCASTLE. 
(True copy.) 

(Sd.) EAEEED BUKSH, 
Mcer Moonshee of the Office of the Muntzem Shekawatee. ^ 

Rajah of Neemrana, Complainant, 
versus 

Eao Eajah of Ulwhii, Defendant. 


Ground of Complaint. 

The coming down of the Ulwur force within the precincts of Neemrana, and 
committing oppressions on the ryots of Neemrana, and establishing thannahs in the 
villages of the said principality, and causing great loss to tlie people of Neemrana. 


Whereas Sir Henry Montgomery Lawrence, Agent to the Eight Hon’ble tlie 
Governor-General at Rajpootana, sent mo a rodbaharee, dated 18th December, 1855, 
enclosing copy of a letter from.the Neemrana Rajah to (his address, on the subject 
of the entrance of the Uhvur force in his principality, of the approach of a further 
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''nvc'" -AKh r.ml of ilw pliindor of oaitlc nnrl fofldcr by tbom ; 

«i,r,..’tiiir n."! thtroi)}' lo repair to Kcomruim at iny convenience, and to invosli- 
irale .--lid rejion to him -vvlictiier the comjtlnijit ho triso, ajui whether tho Uiwnr force 
had iictua.Uy omorocl into tho hounds of Necmnuia, :ind in ca=tO it did enter, what 
was the cause thereof; and it was also jnontioned in tho order that, after investiga- 
tion, I .-liould inform tlio said oflicer of the result of my invotigntion. 

Thereupon, on tho Isl of Jnnnary, I caused tliis order to he recorded : that, “as 
' the nianngotncnl of the affairs of Sliokawatec atfords me no leisure now, 1 shall 
“ follow the directions of tho nxiletZor.v when I shall he at leisure.” 

Subsequently I received a r;ed<o/.<tr.Y frotn tho Joypore Agc.tt, cnclodng copy of 
a letter from the Noomrana Itajali, oorrohomtive of tlio cojitenhi of theJcltcr received 
with tlio roolniharr of tho Agent of li.njpootana, :unl copy of Ins (tho (Tc\qv>re AgeutT) 
letter to tlio Vakeel of tlio Ulwnr Rajah, in considcratiDn of tlio ca^'o being referred 
to mo, and on the 8th January caused my order to ho n'cordc<l, tha.t, “ as I have 
“ appointed my A'liih Mooiislicc, lilahomcd Ali, to ascertain minutely the details of 
“ this contention, the papers on tho .snhjoct bo consigncil to him.” 

On tho same, day, I received from Uio said Colomd, copy of tho Report of tho 
sooi'itdial (local iiivo.stigation) of the JIagistrato of Goorgaon, and of tJio i.OTtV of 
Ahmed Bnksli, Tluuinahdar of Sliahjolianporc, with instructions to .act tip to the order 
of his former rool^ahirci ; ; and if I ho uuahlo to jiroccetl directly, I should quickly send 
two persons to make loc.al ciKpiirics. 

At tliis time Ishreo Singlijeo, .son of the xsoemrana Raj.ah, hearing that the case 
had been reforrod to me, came to visit rno. Jle wa? ipiito di.'-inictotl, and Ids eyes 
wove sm-chavged with tears, owing to the shock (felt by Inm) at tho m.nreh of tho 
UIwur force. IIo told mo : “ Your proceedings ciui bo of no avail afier tlie Uhvur 
“ force liavo finished their work.” 

Being Ihorcforo convinced of tho necessity of following Rio direction of iho 
Burra Sahib (Agent at Rajpootana) without further delay, nud of my repairing to 
the place of contest with despatch, I caused this order to ho recorded ; “ Lot this 
“ paper, together with other papor.s referred to mo, ho produced .at Koomrana.” 

In short, starting from Joyporc on tho morning of the 9th of January, I mndo 
fifty coss and arrived at Nccmrana on tho lOth, and on tho morning of tho 11th, 
I went and saw, uith my own eyes, tho UJwur force lying within tho precincts of 
Neerarana, and Uhvur thauuahs established in .several of its villages, and at a dis- 
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tance of one and a half coss from Neemrana a force of Foot; and Cavalry, sfith c'^n- 
nons, &c., waiting within the bounds of TJlwur. 

I brought with me to my lodging, Mirza Sakhawut Beg, Thannahclar of Madhuii , 
in the jurisdiction of Ulwur, and Kalikaprosad, commander of the Ilimir force, 
and took down their statements, and asked tlie particulars. Sakhawut Beg said : 

“ The Neemrana Rajah is a relative of the Ulwur Rajah, and one of his Jagheerdars. 

“ The Horse of the Jagheerdar may or may not bo in the service of the Raj. 

“ I hear that the Neemrana Rajah’s Horse was in the employ of the Ulwur Rajah. 

“ but it is not known when ; that a company of a hundred Horse has for the last 
“ eight days been lying at Neemrana for the purpose of summoning the person 
who had slain Soorajmul, Naih Ressaldaroi Ulwur ; and the deponent hears tliat 
“ Neemrana was bestowed by the Ulwur Chief.” 

The statement of Kalikaprosad is, in many respects, the same as that of Sakha- 
wut Beg, but on bemg questioned as to the cause of the spoliation of the villages 
and of the establishment of the thannahs, he (Kalikaprosad) said “ that, according 
“ to the custom of the Raj, the villages have been sequestered, on account of the 
“ Neemrana Jagheerdar having disobeyed orders ; and it is the privilege of the 
“ Raj to establish thannahs.” 

I told him (Kalikaprosad) that I, for my part, and with orders from the Burra 
Sahib, enjoin him to take back the force and to remove the thannahs. He said “ that 
“ he would'wi’ite to his master, and act according to his orders.” I then said : “ I 
“ have come on behalf of the Burra Sahib. You must, at my bidding, and wthout 
“ asking for the order of yom master, immediately remove the force and the than- 
“ nahs ;” on which he said, I am the servant of the Ulwur Rajah. If an order be 
“ passed upon me, I would procure the order from Ulwur and cause the removal, 
“ or I could procui’o an order to-morrrow for the purpose. If I receive my master’s 
“ order, I would cause the removal, buti will not do so at your bidding.” He said 
again, “ if an order reaches me, I shall remove tlie thannahs, &c.” 

’On the 11th January, I caused a roobakaree io be written, that Kalikaprosad has 
refused compliance -with my orders, and placed the same on record, and a kyfeeut to 
the address of Kalikaprosad was written to the effect that ‘‘ I have come down 
agreeably to the orders of the Burra Sahib. It is proper that you immediately 
“ remove the force and the thannahs from Neemrana.” 

In reply to the statement of Sukhawmt Beg and of Kalikaprosad, that the Ncem- 
rana Rajah is a Jagheerdar of the Ulwur Rajah, the statement of Balkissen, the 
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"utGoi of jSei'*or,vnii, ^akon c1o\vti. He (Bilkisson) 'had Ills sfntomcnl put on 
•'oojd ilint the R<ij of liis master is separate, ns would oppear from the kJnircctas and 
Huofs of former Residcut-^ ; whoreforo tlio documents of tlie said anOiorities wore 
required of him by an order, that they may be placed on record. Accordingly the 
=f.id Vakeels on tho 12th J amtary imoduced, with a L/feent, copies of sixteen docu- 
ments, r^hich r/erc placed on lecord. 

Knliivaprosad was ordered to produce five prisoners, — Rnghoonauth, iN'ownidh, 
•Towahur Singh, Bahadoor Singh, and Hunmunt Singh, of Daburwass, — wdto had 
been confined. Ho said “ that, without orders from his illustrious master, he could 
‘‘ not send for them.” 

On the loth January, I t\Toto a letter to tlic Eao of Eewari, wdth tho ^•iew of 
elucidating tlio fact of tlio spoliation of Hccmrana by tho Uhntr force. 

On the same da}', I received a letter from the Rao R.ajah of Ulwur, accom- 
panied with die following papers : — 

1. Copy of a letter from Major Campbell, to his (the Rao R.ajah’s) address. 

2. Copy of a letter from Mr. Martin, Resident of DcUii, to Rajah Bulwonth 
Singh Bahadoor of Tejara, dated 15th September, 1831. 

3. Copy of a letter to tho address of Rajah Prithwi Singh of Hcemrana, 
dated 8th August, 1831, 

4. Copy of npiitfa, witli transl.ation, under the seal and signature of Dewan 
Bahnukund and Thakoor Aklioy Singh Bankawut, dated 3rd Fagoon Soodeo, Sum- 
hut 1872. 

5. Translation of tlie Jcuhooleut of Rajah Clmndurban, Sumbut 1860. 

6. Copy of an nJindiiameh (treaty) with tlie everlasting (British) Govern- 
ment, dated 14th Hovemher, 1803. 

Following is the purport of tlie Rao Rajah’s letter : — 

“ What do you tliink of Neemrana and of tho ■sdllages attached tliorcte, and 
what is your conviction of the difference between them and Madhmi, &e., and 
“ tlie Pcrguimahs in my jurisdiction ? Formerly, in 1831, tlie Heemrana Rajah had 
sent his Mookhtav to Mr. Martin, to have his talook recognized by the Agent as 
“ separate from my Raj, but the Sahib did not listen to him and drove him out 
“ If, now, depending upon his (Neemr.ana Rajah’s) statement, you uphold his pos- 
“ session without any gromid, there would bo great disturbance in ray principality, 
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an^ in tibe end fcto Engiish Groveinment wjulri bo /.n' vj great diiHcnltf, ai bofo~’:o 
f‘ in settling onr 'bsoutes. anc 2. 3lial! iiovo to aoiray. for notbing, tho expense j; 
a force. It is necessary therefore that yon should not in any wise interfere with 
my servants who 'are there (at Neemrana) for ihe luaniigement o+ mdl and ’-'’onj- 
daree matters, and offer no aid to the Neemrana Rajah against my ostabhshing 
‘‘ tliannalis in Neermrana, and conducting its settlement agreeably to +he provisions 
“ of the Treaty.’'' 

The letter of Major Campbell runs to the following effect : — 

At the time of the marching of the force from this place, j'our thaiuiaJis v/ill bo 
“ established in Neemrana and Madhun, and Narayan Rao and Rajah Chundurban 
have been thoroughly excluded from tin's Zillah.” 

The drift of Mr. Martin’s letter to the address of Bulwunth Singh is as follows ; — 

“ I have received your letter complaining that although Neemrana is attached to 
“ the Jagheer of Tejara, yet Prithwi Singh does not acknowledge himself your de- 
pendent ; and requesting that the pleadings regarding the affairs of the Neemrana 
Rajah be not attended to by the Agency, and his Vakeel be removed from tlie 
“ Agency. I have also seen the papers forthcoming in the records, and sent a letter 
to him (Neemrana Rajah) strictly enjoining him to comply with your orders, and 
“ to have all transactions relative to Neemrana subjected to the jurisdiction of Te- 
“ jara, and informing him that the attendence of his Vakeel at the Agency has 
“ been put a stop to ; and I have given a copy of tliis letter to your Vakeel.” 

Tlie following is the purport of the said gentleman’s letter to Rajah Prithwi 
Singh 

“ I have received a letter from Buhvunth Singh Bahadoor, the Tejara Chief, state- 
“ ing that Neemrana is included in his possession ; that it has been granted by a 
“ sitnnud, bearing his seal, to the Neemrana Rajah, for the ser'vice and attendance of 
“ fifty soioars, whose pay is to be given by him (the Neemrana Rajah) as a condi- 
tion of his dependence; and complaining that you do not fulfil this condition, and 
that you owe him Rs. 18,880, being the amount of the pay of the above soldiers, 
at Rs. 295 per month, from 3rd Fagoon Soodee, Sumbut 1882, to the 2nd Ashadh 
“ Soodee, Sumbut 1887 ; and intimating that Neemrana is attached to the Jagheers of 
Rajah Bulwuntli Singh Bahadoor, and that you have received it by a sunnud from 
him. It is also well kno'wn that you are in every respect subservient to his 
orders. It behoves you, therefore, to regard yourself his dependent, and that you 
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- 3 honld not deviate from his injmictions, but tliat you should follov/ them strictly; 
rjid there is no necessity for retaining your Vakeels here. Recall them.” 

The 'pidia is written in the following words : — 

“ 'To the Gomashta of Rajah Chundurbanjee : Know I— 

Tlie villages of Pergunnah Neemrana, &c., have been given by the Sh'hir for 
the loiiliuh {{. e., sitting expense) of the Rajahjee, from the \-crnal liarvcbt, Sumbut 
“ 1872.” Number of the villages is mentioned to be fifteen. Below it are the fol- 
lowing words : “ Cause these villages to be cultivated, and appropriate the income 
“ to use. Continue to side with the Sirkar ( sarkarse rajoo raha karo). Order 
“ verbally delivered by the Dewan Ram Lai, as received by him from the servant 
“ Ramo.” 

The hiboohut of Rajah Chundurban for several Pergunnahs, — Neemran.a, Jla- 
dliun, Ghelote, &c., — is istemraree, and dated Sumbut 18 GO. 

As this hiboohut is antecedent to the above-recited putta, and relates to several 
Pergunnahs, I think it superfluous to detail its purport in tlie roobakaree. 

Having procured the original pu«a from the Necmrana Vakeel, I examined it 
with its Hindee copy, forwarded to luc by the Rao Rajah Sahib, and found them to 
agree witli each other ; but in the Persian translation thereof, the words “ PaWai 
Hfeemrana Jaglieerdar" have been added. 

On referring to the copy of the Treaty with the Government, I found no parti- 
culars therein with special reference to Neemrana. 

I issued an order to Kalikaprosad to the following effect ; — 

“ After you promised to remove the thannah, you have not done, so. The ihannah 
“ stiU continues at Mouzah Nmigle, in the jurisdiction of Neemrana. Either remove 
“ the thannah at my bidding, or write to me plainly that you do not obey my order. 
“ You sent me a verbal message, that, without the order of the Ulwur Rajah, you 
“ will not cause the removal. Now, in answer to this communication, write to me 
“ if you intend to remove it; if not, write so.” 

A purwannah has been written to the Thannahdar of Shahjehanpore, that I have 
come to Neemrana for the purpose of investigating the truth of plunder of the 
Neemrana and the loot of grass, kadbee {culms of Joicar), paleh (straw, boughs, and 
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leaves, &o.) and eliarr, in Fouladpore, in tlie jurisdiction of the Company’s Govern- 
incut. It is incninbent on you to appear before ine to-day, to prove tlie claim? c 
tlic Zemindars of Foultidporc, and to bring with you sucli persons as are acguainte; 
with iiioso in alters. 

Oa the same day flic I'hannahdai'j liaving appeared, submitted to mo a report, 
to the follov, 'ing effect : — 

“ I, along willi the Zuinindars of Sbabjcbanporo, Cliowbara, Fouladpore, Tankee, 
“ Sansorce, and Rajgurh (villages adjoining tbo bounds of Neemrana), are hero 
present” 

Thereupon the Thoirn-thdai' was desired to make his statement ; and he accord- 
ingly stated, in a h/fcml^ mentioning the spoliation of the fields of Fouladpore, and 
of the phmdcr of grass, hay, straw, chaff, &e., in Fouladpore and Cliowbara. He also 
stated tlial about two thousand inhabitants of all Nccmrana have fled to places 
within the juri.'diction of tlic tliannali of Shahjehanporc. 

The depositions of the Zemindars of Cliowbara, Siinseree, Fouladpore, and Raj- 
gnvlij the subjects of the British Government, were iaken. Tiiny caused to bo record- 
ed the details of the loss they bad sustained by the spoliation of the IJlwur force ; 
and a list showing the amount (of the loss) is in the niiistll. Others stated the 
same tiling, — that .about two thousand inhabitants of Fcoinrana must have fled to 
Shabjebanporo. 

'When Kalikaprosadivas required to answer the complaint of the Zemindars under 
the protection of the Government, and the report of tlic Thannulidar of Shalijohaii- 
poro, he said that “the Zemindars under the Government, because of the enmity 
“ the}’’ bo.ar to the Ulwur Zomindai’S, have caused sucli statements to be widttcn, 
and the TfiannaMar of Shahjehanporc has drawn up his report on tlie representa- 
“ tion of the Zemindars. These things are not to bo believed.” 

Tlie hjfmd of Balkissen, Takoel of the Rajuli Sahib of Neemrana, stating the 
grounds of Fccmrana being a principality separate from that of Ulwur, with a list 
of twenty-four letters from the Magistrate of Goorgaon, to the address of the Rajah 
Sahib, was perused and ordered to be filed in the rnissil. 

Another h/fec7it of the said Vakeel, relative to the depredations committed by tha 
Ulwur force in Necmrana, and stating that ho had seen, with his own eyes, the 
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^»£T5-iJr £01*06 and thannaliR witlain the precincts of Neemvana, and that a schedule of 
y.f ■ tiy-' money and ornaments plundered by the LJl\™r force could not be ready 
.;at!l the inhabitants who had fled came back ; but that the probable estimate of the 
property plundered in the villages of Neemrana is about fifty or sixty thousand 
rupees; was heard, and filed in the missil. 

In reply to the above, the statement of Kalikaprosad, who alleged .himself to 
be appointed for the sequestration of the villages of Neemrana, was perused. It was 
to this effect : — 

I am the servant of the Eao Rajah Sahib of (Jlwur. I have been ordered by my 
master to seize the villages of Neemrana, because the servants of the Neemrana 
“ Rajah have been guilty of wounding and killing some of the troops of the Ulwur 
Rajah. I have followed this order. Now, whatever be your intention, communi- 
'* cate it to the Rao Rajah. I can do nothing without the order of my master.” It 
was filed in the missil. 

1 issued an order to Kalikaprosad to the following effect : — 

“ Agreeably to the complaint of the Neemrana Rajah, as to the oppression and 
injury committed by the Ulwur force, the Bwrt'a Sahib has sent me here. I have 
“ been convinced of the truth of his complaint, with respect to the congregation of 
“ the Ulwur force, establishment of thannahs, and the committing of oppression and 
“ injury in Neemrana. I shall report this to the Bxm'a Sahib, and till his reply in 
“ this case reach the Rao Rajah, it is necessary that you should remove the thannahs 
“ and the forces from the jurisdiction of Neemrana, otherwise our Government 
“ would regard this proceeding as an act of disobedience on the part of the Ulwur 
“ Rajah; and during this period you shall raise no high hand against the inhabitants. 
“ I leave here a Moonshee, a Chobdar, and a Chuprassee, for tlie purpose of report- 
“ ing to me, from time to time, any further acts of violence you may commit. If 
“ there be any oppression, I shall receive a report to that effect. If, after my de- 
“ parture, a single Ulwur trooper come into Neemrana and commit the slightest 
“ injury, double the damage will be exacted, and for eve:y bundle (robbed) a thou- 
“ sand rupees will be exacted.” 

The letter of the Rao of Rowari, with a kyfeeut in reply to my communication 
to him, stating the existence of the Neemrana principality as separate (from Ulwur), 
and vouching for the truth of the injuries and oppression committed by the Ulwur 
force in Neemrana, was perused and filed in the missil, and an order was issued to 
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KalikaprosacI b sol at large me ftvr. persoiis. stagnoonauti:- Smgii-, Howiiidk bliigii. 
Jowakur Singli, Baliadoor Bingh, and Plun-vsnntli Singh. 

On the 15th Jannary, the second letter of the Rac Rajah of Ul^vnr. stating that 
he has appointed Khwoja Ruhmut-oollah Khan, his Vakeel, to relate the parciculars 
of his case, reached Neemrana, and having been perused at Jeypore, -eyas filed In the 
missil. 

On the 17th Januaiy I received a third letter of etiquette from the Eao Rajah, 
and the urzee of the Naib Moonshee Mahomed Ali, with a report of Kalikaprosad 
as to the setting fi'ee of the five prisoners, Nownidh Singh, Jowaliur Singh, and 
others, and ordered them to bo filed in the missil. 

Having, agreeably to the order of the Burra Sahib, started from this place, I 
reached Neemrana in 12 lyahurs. The Rajah of Neemrana came to me quite distract- 
ed. I saw what had been related to mo by the of Neemrana, wV., the 

Ulwur force was there, and thannahs were established in several villages, and such 
acts of oppression had been committed that all the inhabitants deserted the country, 
and the fields were being parched up for want of men to irrigate them, and be- 
cause of the closing up of wells. 

Nevertheless, I went towards the force, aiid saw one company lying witliin the 
precinct of Neemrana ; and at a distance of one and a half coss, another body of 
Horse, Foot, and Artillery, waiting witliin the bounds of Ulwur. 

Kalikaprosad, commander of the Ulwur force, and Sakhaivut Beg, Thannahdar 
of Madhun, in the jurisdiction of URvur, confessed to their bringing down the 
force and establishing the thannahs. It was therefore unnecessary to investigate the 
matter further as to these facts. . 

Kalikaprosad being desired to give an explanation of the injury done in Neem- 
raua, said that an investigation was being made as to the Neemrana Rajah being 
Jagheerdar of Ulwur. When this investigation was completed, he would reply to 
that. 

It was therefore necessary to ascertain whether or not the Neemrana Rajah is 
actually a Jagheerdar of Ulwur ; whether tlie Ulwur Rajah had on any former 
occasion laid such a claim on Neemrana, or not ; and if such claim had been laid, 
the Resident Bahadoors must have come to some decision on the subject. 
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5?aQ Tn- 5 ViTr Eajah, in 'proof of his claim, -STilvmitted i^o letters of Mr. Martin, of 
The year 1831,— one to the address of Bnhvunth Singh of Tejara, the otlier to that of 
Bfyah Prithwi Singh of Neemrana. 

The statements in the letter to the address of Prithwi Singh, to the effect iliat 
the Neemrana Eajah is to offer fifty men for the service of the Ui^viu.' Chief, and in 
lieu thereof to pay tlieir salaries at Ks. 295 per month ; that the Ulwnr Eajah 
had a demand upon the Neemrana Rajah for Es. 18,880, being the arrears for five 
years and four months ] and tliat tlio Vakeel of Neemrana has been discharged, are 
contrary to fact. 

Tlie copy of the putta relative to tiie grant of Neemrana, forwarded by the 
Uhvur Rajah, and which was carefully examined witli the original, nowhere makes 
any mention of the service of fifty men and of the settlement of their wages, nor 
contains the word Jaglteer, or the condition of being a Furmahiirdar (subservient 
to order). 

I know not on what document the said SaJtib (Mr. Martin) has relied, when 
he indites these matters. Most probably, as the said Sahib had then joined the 
Residency only for six or seven months, and was not well aware of the particulars 
of the principalities, the Tejara Vakeels took advantage of this circumstance, and, 
by their dexterity and ingenious pleading, might have procured this letter. Mr. 
Locket, the Resident, some days after reinstated the Neemrana Vakeel at the 
Residency as before. 

It was on such a document that the TJlwur Eajali founded his claim upon the 
Neemrana Rajah as his Jagheerdar. In reply to this, the Neemrana Eajah states 
that, in 1805, the British Government, excited by wrath in the matter of Narayan 
Rao, Mahratta, made a hostile demonstration, and excluded the Neemrana Chief 
from his principality ; that he resided in Jeypore for about eight or ten years ; but 
in 1813, when the British force marched against the Ulwur Chief, Mr. Charles 
Metcalfe, then Resident of Delhi, sent notices thereof to the Chiefs, and, among others, 
to the Neemrana Rajah, and he also sent a letter to him through liis Vakeels, stat- 
ing, “ If peace takes place witli the Ulwur Eajali, well and good ; if not, you will 
act as General Marshall shall direct.” He (Mr. Charles Metcalfe) also delivered a 
note to the Rajah’s Vakeel, to the address of the General, and he (the Neemrana 
Rajah) caused it to be written that, according to this order, he (the Neemrana Eajah) 
left Jeypore and joined the force of General Marshall. When he came one munzel 



from TJlwur, a peace '.ras cr-nchidcd betn'een the ifajah j>.ud tLo Groyercraeivl;, The 
General tlien desfred tiie iKceinranw Eajali to go bo Mr. Metcalfe, as, peace being 
established, ho con Id do nottring for him y/herofore the Pajah went to Mr. Metcalfe 
at Delhi, and remained there for about two years. At length Mr. Metcalfe, in con- 
sideration of the dignit 3 '’ of 'lie Neemrana Pajah’s family, of Neemrana having been 
from the earliest times In Ito possession, and of his wishing well to the British Gov- 
ernment by joining with the forces of General Marshall, caused Necmrana to be 
restored to him from the Ulivur Chief. 

Since that time there have been, on several occasions, misunderstandings be- 
tween the Pajahs of Ulwur and Neemrana, — tlie former regarding the latter as his 
Jagheerdar ; but the Pcsident Bahadoors as often interfered and hindered the Ulwur 
Chief. In support of all these facts, the Ncemrana Vakeel submitted, with his 
kyfeeut, sixteen papers, as detailed below : — 

1. IMr. Metcalfe’s notice, dated 23rd October, 1813. 

2. Mr. Metcalfe’s letter to the Pajah (of Hecrarana), directing him to go to 
General Marshall, dated November, 1813. 

3. Letter from Lord Moira to the address of the Neemrana Pajah, acknowledg- 
ing his nuzzur, and returning it (according to custom), dated 15th June, 1814. 

4. Mr. Metcalfe’s letter to the Neemrana Pajah, tolling him that if he wished 
to meet the Governor- General, ho should come to Agra, dated 15tli February, 1815. 

5. Mr. Metcalfe’s letter to tlio Pajah, congratulating him on his possession of 
Neemrana, and granting a raJidaree piirwannah for his family to go to Neemrana 
from Delhi, dated 17th April, 1816. 

6. Mr. Metcalfe’s letter to the Pajah Sahib of Neemrana, inviting him to come 
to DeUii to meet tlie Governor-General, dated 10th February, 1827. 

7. A friendly letter from Lord William Bentinck, to Pajah Prithwi Singh of 
Neemrana, dated 14th December, 1830. 

8. Letter of Colonel Locket, to the effect that the Vakeel of Neemrana will he 
allowed to remain as before, dated 27th Juno, 1832. 

9. Letter of Mr. Colebrook, Resident of Delhi, in tlio matterofa Chuprassee 
who accompanied the Ncemrana Pajah, dated 16th April, 1828. 
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10. Letter of Mr. Colebrook, to the following purport s— 

“ From tlie statement of the Tejara Takeel, it appears tiiat tho Tejara force 
“ is not marohing against yon, but is going towards Geeglana ; wherefore be com- 
“ posed in mind.'’ — Dated 17th September. 1828. 

1 L Letter of Colonel Lends, to the tollowing purport : — 

“ Inform hfr. Sutherland of your wish to meet the Grovemor-General, and send 
your Vakeel to Ihe Secretary.'* — Dated 7th January, 1839. 

12. Letter of Mr. Sutherland, to the follondng purport ; — 

“ I have now no leisure to go to Neemrana ; if jmu wish to see me, come to 
Khechree.” — Dated 1st February, 1842. 

13. Letter of Mr. Sutherland to the Eajah of Neemrana, condoling with him 
on the death of his father, and congratulating him on his accession to the musnud, in 
presence of the confidential officers of Jeypore, Ulwur, Tejara, and Monohurpore. 

14. Letter from the Magistrate of Goorgaon, to the following purport : — 

“ Whatever you have to write, write to me ; you need not write anything to tho 
“ of Shahjehanpore.” — Dated 27th February, 1844. 

15. Copy of a letter of Major Thoresby, to the address of the Ulwur Eajah, 
to the following purport ; — 

“ Neemrana is motaluq (territorially related) to Ulvmr, on the ground that a 
putta has been granted for it from Ulwur, but the putta does not recite that 
“ Neemrana is a dependency of Ulwur.” — Dated 23rd May, 1845. 

16. Copy of a letter from Mr. Thoresby, to the Eao Eajahjee of Ul\yur,to the 
following purport : — 

‘‘ It does not appear from the records that the Neemrana Eajah is a Jagheerdar 
of the Ulwur Chief, or that the Eao Rajah has the power of giving away Neem- 
“ raua and taking it back ; but it appears it has been given by the order of Mr. 
“ Metcalfe.” — Dated 2nd July, 1845. 

The result of the investigation is that Neemrana is a separate principality. It 
is patent that in 1805, on the discovery of some offence, the English Government 
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having sent a force to Fceuirana; caused ii to bf- evricnated and sequestered, and 
made over the same to the (J '3to,iah. Then again, in 181G , lyhen on some grounds 
a force was sent against Ulwut. lae friendly conduct, ot the Neemrana, Rajah having 
come to the knowledge (oi the British Government), it h'ss pleased to have Neom- 
rana restored to him from Ulwttr. ft is a well-estiiblished fact that the correspond- 
ence of the Agency witli the Reemrana Rajah, like that with other independent 
Chiefs, has always taken placo directly, without the raedinni and interference of 
TJlwur ; that, except for a period of six months in the time of Mr. Martin, ilie 
Reemrana Vakeels have for forty years been present at the Residency, and that 
all transactions between the Reemrana and Government have always taken 
place tlirough its Vakeels. On several occasions, when the Ulwur Rajah attempted 
to establish tliannahs in Reemrana, he was always prevented by the Government 
Officers from interfering with, and' establishing possession in, Reemrana. He (the 
Reemrana Rajah) still continues sole master of Reemrana. The present attempt of 
the Ulwur Rajah at taking possession of Reemrana is supported by no title ; it is 
akin to his former habits of encroachment on Jeypore and Bhurtpore, by which 
Ulwur Las extended its possessions. 

In my opinion, the Reemrana Rajah will never be able to enjoy peace, so long 
as the boundary line between Reemrana and Ulwur be not fixed, and tlie Ulwur 
Rajah he plainly directed not in any wise to attempt possessing Reemrana. 

With the view of reporting matters agreeably to the rbobakaree, and informing Sir 
Henry Montgomery Lawrence, Agent of the Governor-General at Rajpootana, that 
his orders have been complied with, it is ordered that a copy of this roohalcaree be 
sent to him, requesting him to make himself fully acquainted with the result of the 
investigation, and to pass such order as he may think proper ; that it be further 
stated to him, as the missil of the case is still here, what is to be done with it,' and 
what are his instructions as to the recall or stay of the Raib Moonshee of the Ke- 
rowlee Agency, and of a Chobdar and Ohuprassee who have been left at Reemrana, 
and as to the damages suffered by the British subjects through the depredations of 
the UlwTir force. That forty-three petitions from the inhabitants of Reemrana, 
some of whom' were present at the spot, together with a nuksha, are transmitted ; 
also copies of the statements of the' Zemindars in tlie British territory, and hjfeeut 
of the Thannalidar of Shahjehanpore, arc annexed to the roohakaree, for his informa- 
tion. ' They will bo honored by (your) 2 )erusal. • i 

27 



( 304 ) 

P. /S.-^Tlio foi-fy-tlirco copies (of petitions) above alluded to arc for tbo present 
to contimte in tlio missil \mtil orders be received, but the copy of the report of Eao 
Toolaram of Rewari bo forwarded to him. 


Fikis. 

(Sd.) B. H, C. 

It is collated by the reading of Saddik ilaliomcd and hearing of Ramdoss, 

(Sd.) SHAlilACHURN SIRCAR, 
Joint Chief Translator of H. M.’s Supremo Court. 


K. 

TrjVNSLATIONS of extracts from the letters of independent Princes to the Chiefs of 

Heemrana, 

1. — From the liajah of BImrtpore, 

To tlie Auspicious Sreo Rajahjeo Sreo Chundurbhanjec, 
endued with all excellent qualities, 

May the ram ram (salaams) of Maharajah Brajendra Ranadhir Singh Bahadoor 
Bahaduijung be read (accepted). Nows of this place is good. The welfare of (your) 
Raj (principality) is desired. ****** Dated 2nd Fagoon Eudee, Sum- 
but 1873. 

(Seal of tbo Maharajah on tho coTcr.) 

(Sd.) SHAMACHURN SIRCAR, 

Joint Chief Translator of H. M.’s Supreme Court, 


2, — From the Rao Rajah of Ulwur, 

To tho Auspicious Sreo Rajahjeo Sreo Chundurbhanjeo, 
endued with all excellent qualities. 

This is written by Maha Rao Rajah Scwaeo Bunneh Singh Baliadoor. May his 
moojro (salaam) be read (accepted). News of this place is good. The welfare of 
(your) Raj is always desired. ****** Dated 9th Basakh Soodee, 
Submut 1875. 


(Seal of the Maha Bao Bajah on tho covor.) 
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A second ^'ic c tlnrJ. letier^ as ahovSj frcn\yJie same Malw, Rao 'Rajah^ to Rajahs 
Pritlmi Singh and Jieiee Snnqh, dated, respectively, loth Sdbuii Soodec, Stmbut 1880, 
and 15th Jetli Sovdee, Svmhuz 1903. 

(Sd.) SnAMACHURH SIRCAE, 
Joint Chief Translator of H. M.’s Supreme Court 

3. — From the Rajah of JBikaneer, 

To Srec Rajah Sree Chundurbhanjco, greeting. 

This is "written by Rajah Rajeswara Maharajadliirajah Maharaje-Siroman Maha- 
rajah Sree Soonith Singhjee. May his joohar (salaam) be read (accepted). News of 
this place, luider the auspicious glance of Sree Ramjee, is good. Tlie ^yelfare of 
(your) Raj is always desired. * *•• * ^ * * Dated 4th Ashadh Budee, Sumbut 
1876. 

(Sottl of tho Maharajah on tho cover.) 

(Sd.) SHAMAOHURN SIRCAR, 

Joint Chief Translator of H. M.’s Supreme Court 


4 . — From the Rajah of Jodhpore, 

To Sree Rajah Prithwi Singhjee, greeting. 

Tills is written by the Rajah Rajeswara Maharajadliirajah Maharajah Sree Maun 
Singh, May his joohar (salaam) be read (accepted). *•*<»* “< Dated 13th 
Chait Budee, Sumbut 1879. 

(Seal of the Maharajah on the cover.) 

(Sd.) SHAMACHURN SIRCAR, 

Joint Chief Translator of H. M.’s Supreme Court. 


5 . — From the Rajah of Puttiala. 

Rajah Sahib, kind, generous, and courteous to friends — peace be to you ! 

After (expression of ray) wish for an interview full of joy unbounded, let* this 
come to your understanding, clad in friendship. ****** gtli Sabun Budee, 
Sumbut 19il. 



" On the covey. 

May ifc bo honored with tlio perusal of Hajali Sahib, kind, generous, and courte- 
ous to friends, Kajah Bojec Singh Sahib Bahadoor : peace be to you ! 

On the other side. 

(Seal of Mnhnrajadbirajah Rajoswara Maharajo — Bajgan Narondra Singh Mahondra Bahadoor.) 

(Sd.) SHAMACHURN SIROAR, 

Joint Chief Translator of H. M.’s Supreme Court. 


6 . — From the Rajah of Nowffong, tn Bhudarour, 

To the Auspicious Sreo Maharajadhirajah Sree Rajaka 
isreo Singh Bahadoor Devjee. 

May the joohar (salaam) of Sree Maharajadhirajah Sreo Maharajah Mahondra 
Sree Mahondra Singh Bahadoor Dcyjoo bo read (accepted). Good news from that 
place is desired. ■'**■*** Dated 8th Poos Soodee, Sumbut 1915. 

(Seal of the Maharajah on the cover.) 

(Sd.) S^MACHURN SIRCAR, 

Joint Cliief Translator of H. M.’s Supreme Court. 


Translation of a letter from the Governor^ General, Lord William Bentinck, to the 

Neemrana Chief. 

Of high and exalted dignity, help of friends, peace bo to you ! 

Your friendly note, informing me of your welfare, and receiving intelligence 
of my departure for Hindoostan, of your sending to me your trustworthy uncle, 
Rao Chuttcr Singh, of exalted dignity, to attend on mo, so that, agreeably to my 
direction to the Rao, you will meet Avith me through tlio Resident of Delhi, and of 
other matters relative to your faithfulness, has reached me. I am delighted and 
have become acquainted Avitli the contents tlioreof. 

The expression of your pleasure and sending of your said imclo on receiving 
the said intelligence, having convinced me that they arc sincere tokens of your 
steadiness and friendship, have become the source of pleasure and satisfaction to me. 
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As to your meeting witli mej you u'ill bo infotmea with reference thereto, through 
the Agent, when I move towards that direction. Now, after ha'nng allowed the 
Eao, who was one of your confidential Agents, to visit me, I have given him leave 
to depart. This is written for your information. It is meet that, regarding me as 
your well-wisher, you keep me iufonned of your welfare. It is superfluous to 
write further. 

(Sd.) W. 0. BENTINCK. 

Tn the coi'tier on the hach. 

Eajah Pritliwi Singh, Ejyah of Neemrana. 

In English. 

Futtehpore, 13th December, 1830. 

(Sd.) H. T. PRINSEP. 

On the cover. 

Of high and exalted dignity, help of friends, Rajah Prith-wi Singh — ^peace be to 
you I — Written on the 14th December, 1830 E. S., corresponding with the 28th of 
the month of Jamadiulsani, 1246 Hijree. 

On the other side. 

(Seal of the Governor-General, Lord Williara Cavendish Bentinck.) 

(Sd.) SHAMACHURN SIRCAR, 
Joint Chief Translator of H. M.’s Supreme Court. 


Copt o/ a letter from Sir Charles Metcalfe^ Lieutenard- Governor of the North- West- 
ern Provinces^ to the Chief of Neemrana^ Rajah Pritimi Singh Bahadow. 

My Fbiend, — I have duly received your letter, forwarded to me through 
Lieutenant-Colonel Aloes, wherein you congratulate me on my arrival at Agra, and 
express a desire to visit me. 

I am thankful to you for the friendly sentiments which you express. 
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As it is not improbable that I may have an opportunity of seeing you hereafter, 
I beg that you -will not put yourself to the inconvenience of travelling to this dis- 
tance, for the purjwse of paying me a visit. 

I remain, &c., 

The lith Decemher, 1836. 

(Sd.) C. T. METCALFE. 

(Seal of the Lieutenant-Governor of the North-Western Provinces on the cover.) 

Extract fj'om a despatch from the Right Hon’ble the Secretary of State for 

India, in the Political Department, No. 110, dated the ZOth August, 1861. 

Paragraph 3. — I concur in the view which your E.xcellency has taken of the 
relations between TJlwur and Neemrana, •which form the subject of your letter, 
No. 78, and I entirely approve the instructions which you have issued to your Agent 
to take measures to adjust the exact terms on which the relations of the two States 
shall be established. When I learn from you what arrangements have been made 
to place these relations on so distinct and intelligible a footing as to prevent all 
future misunderstandings between the two States, I shall address you more fully on 
the subject. 

(True extract.) 

C. MACLEOD, 

Under-Secy, to the Govt, of India. 

No. 68, DATED Fort William, the 22nd October, 1861. 

From the Officiating Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department, to the 
Agent to the Governor- General for the States of Rajpootana, 

Sir, — With reference to previous correspondence ending with 0., I am di- 
rected bj’ the Governor-General in Council to transmit to you the enclosed extract, 
paragraph 3, from a despatch from the Right Honorable the Secretary of State for 
India, No. 110, dated 30th August last, regarding the relations between Ulwur and 
Neemrana, and to request that you will submit a report on the terms of adjustment 
which may have been fixed. 

I have, &c., 

W. GREY, 

for Offg. Secy, to the Govt, of India. 
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No. 199, DATED Noet Williaji, the 18th Decembeb, 1861, 

From Officiating Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department, to the 
Agent to the Governor- General for the States of Rajpootana. 

Sir, — With reference to your letters of the dates and numbers noted in the 

margin, I am directed to forward to 

* Latter, (Intcd 31sfc October, 1861, No. 2^5. ° n 

Ditto, dato-n2tii Novombor, 1861, No. 247. you the accompanying memorial t trom 
t Dated Ut November, to be returned. ^ Bahadoor, Chief of 

Neemrana, and request tliat you will, after a p.areful examin.ation of the statements 
contained in it, submit a full report upon it, for the information of the Governor- 
General in Council. 

2. You will inform the Rajah that his memori.al has been referred to you, and 
that no further communications on his boludf will be received unless submitted 
through your Office, or so long as he remains absent from Eajpoohina. 

I have, &c., 

H. M. DURAND, 

Offg. Secy, to the Govt, of India. 


18S2. 


Dated SOth Janhaet, 1856. 

Translation of order passed by Sir Henry Lawrence on Captain Hardcastle' s 

Roohaharee on JHeemrana case. 

That a Mureeto bo addressed to the Uhvur Chief, requesting he will not interfere 
with the Neemrana district, pending receipt of reply to a report which the Agent, 
Governor-General, will make to Government, on the arrival of a Motemid from 
Ulwur ; and after inspection of the missel, and investigation on certain points con- 
nected mth the case, it be also stated that the Agent, Governor-General, regrets the 
Ulwur troops having been sent to Neemrana without his knowledge, and their 
oppressive conduct there. ' 
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Dated 28th Janttaet, 1857. 1 

Purport of a leiUr from Sir IL Laiorencc^ Agent, Governor- General, or Pajpootana, 

to the Chief of Neemrana. 

States : — On the 30tli December, 1856, 1 sent you a letter, intimating that you 
should at once proceed to Uhvnr, settle your differences vitli your Chief, and pay 
due homage to him as such ; that if after 20 days you declined doing so, I should 
report the circumstance to Government, and recommend that your estates bo con- 
fiscated, and a certain allowance made you. On the same date tlie Maha Eao 
Kajah of Ulwur was addressed on the subject. I have this day received a reply 
fi-om His Highness, together with a letter from your Minister, Manik Kai, to the 
address of the Ulwur Minister. From a perusal of this last document, and your 
reply to lU}’- first communication, I g.ather that it is not your wish to come to an 
amicable accommodation. Bear in mind that this course of conduct will be a losing 
one. Should you still decline as I haA-o advised you, to proceed to Ulwur, .arrange 
your differences, and acknoAvlcdge your soA’ercign, I will not fail to recommend 
Government to confisc<ato your l.and.s, as before intimated to you. I shall be at 
Bi.ana, in Bhurtpore, cn route to LucknoAv, about the 11th proximo, and shall pro- 
bably remain there two days. Your best plan is to come and meet me tlierc,- and I 
will then personally talk to you on tlio subject. 

Never for a moment imagine Neemrana to bo independent of Ulwur ; tliis idea 
will only mislead, and cause you evil. 


Dated 10th March, 1857. 

Purport of a letter from Sir II. Laxorence, Agent, Governor- General, for Pajpootana, 

to the Chief of Neemrana. 

States :• — ^Your letter reminding mo of your presence Avith me, for tlie'purpose 
of urging your claim ; that the UIavut representative had left Bhurtpore, and tliat 
you Avere desirous of returning to Neemrana, because your absence prevented certain 
ceremonies being gone through OAving, to your father’s deatli, has been receh'ed by 
me. You have failed to act as I so often hav’e advised you, and I am now about 
to make a report of your case to Government. Pending a reply therefrom, it is 
desirable that you should not return to Neemrana, You are at liberty to reside any- 
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where else you please. If through your means any disturbances arise, you will 
have to answer for them. 

(Translated.) 

A. W. BRUCE, 

Asst. Agent, Governor-General. 


Purport of a Khureeta to His Highness the Chief of Heemrana. 

After compliments'. — ^Your letter of the 29th May, together witli a copy of 
a petition to His Excellency the Governor-General, has been received. With regard 
to your remarks, that no replies were sent to your letters of the 27th Febraaiy and 
21st April, 18G2, and to j^our request that intimation should be sent you as soon 
as an answer should be received to 3 -our memorial to the Govcrnor-Genei’al, I beg 
to inform you that when Government letter. No, 199, dated December 18th, 1861, 
enclosing jmur memorial, in original, to the address of the Viceroy was received, 
the purport thereof was communicated to 3 'ou on the 2 'lth January, 1862. On 
this account no replj' was requisite to your letter of the 27th Pebniary, 1862. 
After this. No. 326, dated April 4th, 1862, Avas received from Government, in reply 
to mine, on the subject of 3 'our independence from the Ulwur State, in which His 
Excellenc 3 ' rvas pleased to remark that, when the dispute had been settled, after a 
searching investigation into the merits of the case, ho saw no necessity for re-open- 
ing the subject. On receipt of this, the rdews of His E.xceJlency were conveyed 
to you in my letter of the 29th April, 1862; and although no separate replies 
were sent to you iii reply to each of your letters, 3 "et the orders of Govern- 
ment on the subject of your memorial Avere forwarded to 3 'ou. The non-receipt 
of it Avould be strange, because in lieu of ansAvers to 3 'our letters of the 27th Febru- 
ary and 21st April, two letters, dated the 24th January and 29th April, Avero des- 
patched from my Office. 

In the meantime you presented 3 "our petition to tire Governor-General of the 
29th May, 1862, and the Officiating Under-Secretary to Government of India, in 
his letter, No. 549, dated Juno lltli, 1862, informing me of it, desired that I should 
inform you that, although any representation that you may Avish to make to the 
Secretary of State for India AviU be duly forwarded, yet the Government of India 
see no necessity for fe-opening a question that Avas settled after mature delibera- 
tion. 
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It js therefore advisable that you should act up to the suggestions conveyed in 
.viy letters of the 24:th January and 29th April last. Tour remaining in Calcutta 
null bring you no benefn : and I would here warn you not to listen to the adrico of 
men who, for the sake of enriching tlicmselves, will cause you a wasteful expen- 
diture of money, bnt to leave Calcutta, and return to this part of the eountiy. 

(Translated.) 

C. C. TAYLOR, 

0%. Asst. Agent, Governor-General. 


No, 83-7P., DATED Camp Kotaii, the 1st FEnnuAUV, 1S62. 

From Agent, Governor- Genei-al, for the States of Rajpootana, to Secretary to the Govern- 
ment of India, Foreign Department. 

Sm, — I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your letter, No. 199, dated 
18tli December, 1861, forwarding a memorial from Rajah Lshree Singh of Necm- 
riiva, yliicli is herewith returned, and calling for a full report thereon, for the infor- 
mation of His E.xcelloncy the Viceroy and Governor-General in Council. 

2. In compliance with His Lordship’s instructions, I have carefully perused the 
doouments which are connected with the case, and bog to premise that Major Eden, 
in his Report, No. 796-155, of 17th August, 1860, has already expressed his opinion 
that the result of Captain Beynon’s enquiries leaves no doubt on his mind as to the 
validity of Ulwur’s claim to consider Ncemrana as one of its dependencies. 

3. A close examination of the forthcoming records leads mo to concur in the 
conclusions drawn by Major Eden in favor of Ulwur, which accord with the views 
previously expressed on the subject liy Mr. Martin, Resident of Dohli, Colonel 
Sutherland, and, as it will be shown, also by tho late Sir H. Lawrence; but there are 
points in the memorial of the Neomrana Chief which appear to be erroneously set 
forth, and on which I would venture to offer some remarlcs as follow' ; — 

4. I can vouch for the fact that Sir H. M. Law’rencc took with him to Lucknow 

. , several papers belonging to the Uhvur and Neem- 

Par.agrnph 3 of momorial. * . „ 

rana case, with a view of returning them to me 

with his remarks, as he had not had time to examine them sufficiently before he left 
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Bajpootana for Lucknow. Tliese papers are 'believed to have been lost at Lucknow 
but all forthcoming papers were attached to the proceedings, and referred to by Cap • 
tain Bejmon. Major Eden, in paragraph 3 of his Keport, explains why the copy of 
Captain Hardcastle’s roobakarce, presented by the memorialist’s Agents amongst 
other documents, was not forwarded to His Excellency. In reviewing the ease, 
however, befoi-e making this report, I have discovered in the Office Captain Hard- 
castle’s original roohakaree in the vernacular, and have compared it with the trans- 
lation attached to the memorial, which is correct, except that the original bears the 
order passed by Sir H. Lawrence on tlie proceedings, as tianslatcd in the margin, 
and dated 30tli January, 1856. 


Paraginpli 4. 


5. Captain Beynon, in obedience to tho instructions he received, entered into a 

full enquiry on the case. Finding as ho did that 
the two previous investigations had called *forth 

opposite conclusions, and that but few of the documents were forthcoming, I submit 
that he acted judiciously in sifting tho Avhole case dr novo. 

6. Tlie memorialist would imply, in contradiction to Captain Beynon’s assertions, 

that Ncemrana was one of those ‘‘smaller powers 
or states which, under treaties of amity, passed 

from tho protection of the Mahratta to that of the British Government.” If such 
had been the case, there would exist some treaty between our Government and Neem- 
rana; whereas it will be seen that, in the treaties of Lord Lake, Neemrana is in- 
cluded in the grant made to Ulwur. 


Paragraph 5. 


Paragraphs C and 7- 


7. The .statements put forward herein by the memorialist are in the main cor- 
rect, but do not appear to affect the points at issue. 
The documents and proofs of Heemr.ana’s original 
independency are dated A. D. 1791 and 1798, a period prior to the subjugation of the 
Mahratta and Mogul dynasties, and consequently prior also to the establishment of 
British supremacy, and subsequent distribution of territory by the conquei-ing and 
- Imperial power. 


8, I take it that tho question rests on tho point whether Lord Lake didj or did 
not decree that Heemrana was to be subject to Ulwur, and whether our Government 
subsequently recognized Hcemrana as a dependency of Ulwur ; for, were the distri- 
bution of Chiefships then or since made to be now set aside, and documents of earlier 
date to bo taken as proofs, tho rights of possession of the Tnok Nawab, and othor 
modern usurpers in Bajpootana, would bo held invalid. 
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9 Tlie memorialist here quotes portions of Lord Lake’s sunnud, or grant, dated 

Paragraphs: November, 1803, making over Neemrana to 

" Until another fnnnttcZ arrives, this "[Jhvur, but omits tbe concluding paragrapli, which 
one will remain in possession of the ’ . i • i o r n i j 

" Maha Rao Rajah.” is marginally cited. 

10. The inference draw regarding the siinnud of Lord Lake, and the bestowal 
thereby of Neemrana, with other districts, on Ulwur, appears to be unsound. Hie 
assumption that Ulwur was made a Jagheerdar of the British Government in no 
way, I consider, affects the question of Neemrana being again a Jagheerdar of 

Uhvur. However, as the districts named in the 

Captain Beynou's enclosures, A. <5: B. . , tti y i -i , r 

treaty were given to Ulwur free ot tribute or feudal 

service, Ulwur would be an Iiidejiendent State, in alliance with the Imperial Gov- 

arnment, and not a Jagheer within its territor}^ That it was so, is shown by the 

treaty made with Ulwur in A. D. I'SOS. 

i 

11. I have failed te diaeever in Captain Bcynen’a B-epert the inference here 

attributed to that officer ; but he luas shown that, 

Paragraph 9. i-titij • - 

during Lord. Lake s operations in A. D. 1803, tlie 
British Government conferred Neemrana by sunmtd on Ulwur ; that Ulwur gave 
Neemrana to iiajah Chundurbhan as a coiitinuative possession, subject to tribute ; and 
that not a single letter shows that Neemrana is independent of Ulwur ; nor is there 
. , „ . „ ain^ proof of this adduced. The letters of Lord 

Captain Beynou’s enclosures, D. & E. -r -, nr • n in, i . r. n -r-r. 

Lake and Major Campbell to the Chief of Ulwur 
would show that a British force visited Neemrana, and drove him out of his 
districts. 


Paragraph 10. 


12. The argument here is specious, and, in my opinion, rmteiiable. It is fully 

replied to, and refuted by Captain Beynon’s letter 
and its enclosures. The Eajali of Neemrana was a 
fugitive rebel against the British Government from 1805 (when Lord Lake went in 
Captain Beynon’s enclosures, D., E., pursuit of him) till 1813, and two years later, at the 

instance of Sir Charles Metcalfe, Besident of Delhi, 
was re-instated in his Jagheer , by Ulwur. The piUta from Ulwur, annexed to the 
memorial, and here referred to, is an additional proof tliat Neemrana was a Jagheer 
of Ulwur, and had a cess imposed on it by Uhvur of the same amount as Neemrana 
had formerly paid to the Mahrattas. How far Neemrana regarded this burden as 

unjust, may be iiifexTed from Kajali Cliundurbban’s 


Captain Beynou’s enclosure, H. 


letter to Dewan Saligram, dated Sumbut 1876 
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(A. D. 1820)j ill 7 ,'lucli Ke admits tlio payment of customs’ dues for three -months, 
and the cause of its discontinuance, 

13. Tliese statements call for little remark ; they throw doubt on the legality of 

Lord Lake’s sitnmid and Captain Beynon’s Report. 
Paragraph 11. Tliere is nothing to show that the putta was accept- 

ed unwillingly, or any remonstrance made at the time of which he speaks. The • 
quotation from Tod is foreign to the question. Neemrana’s independence in the days 
of which the historian wrote, is no proof that Neemrana remained independent ; 
indeed, the memorialist has sho-wn that his ancestors wore tributaiy to the Mah- 
rattas. 


Paragraph 12. 


Memorialist’s enclosure, 0. 


14. Here doubt is throivn on the integiiiy of tlie Ulwur accounts. In the 

absence of some proof to the eontraiy, I submit that 
Captain Beynon must be sjupposed to hiive satisfied 

himself on this point Avhen carefully inspecting’ ’ the accomits, as stated in his Report 

The memorialist has himself given the original 
putta from Ulwur, fixing this claim of Rs. 8,684 
as tribute from Heemrana, payable to Ulwur, and on these terms he received the 
grant ' . ’ 

15. The reply to these assertions are contained in tlie letters of Lord Lake 

Paragraph 13. Jind Major Campbell to the Ulwur Chief, and “ his 

Captain Deynon’s enclosures, D. and E. subsequent condonation” was a recommendatory 

letter on behalf of the Heemrana exile addressed to the Ulwur Chief. I venture to 
observe that this in itself shows tliat the restoration of the Heemrana Jagheer to 
the former holder was considered by the Delhi Resident to rest with the Ulwur 
Prince. 

16. It does not appear from the annexures that the Rajah was proclaimed an 

„ . outlaw, but it has been above proved that he was 

Paragraphs 14 and 16. , . 

treated as a rebel, forcibly expelled from his lands ; 
and the memorial admits that, with British sanction, the Heemrana estate was held 
in forfeit by Ulwur. 

17. The conduct of Ulwur in 1813 would not seem to bear upon the question, 

_ , further than to show that the attendance of Raiah 

Paragraph 16. ,-11 i t i 

Chundurbhan with the British force appears to 

have led to his pardon, and induced the British Resident to address the Ulwur Chief' 

2 30 
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on his behalf. Tlie Neemrana Jagheer was not alienated from' Ulwur during the 
period of this demonstration. 


Paragraphs 17 and 18. 


18. The letter of Sir 0. Metcalfe, alluded to in these two paragraphs, can hear 

either of the two meanings assigned by Captain 
Beynon and the memorialist. Taking the passage 
as translated in annexure E. of the Memorial, Captain Beynon interprets the mean- 
ing to be the righting of the difference between the Neemrana Chief and Ulwur ; 
whereas the petitioner would explain it to be the righting of the difference between 
Ulwur and the British Government. 


19. It may fairly be supposed that Neemrana, finding Ulwur in a strait, 
sought to ingratiate himself with the paramomit power, and declare his hostility to 
Ulwur, in hopes of regaining through its intervention his lost possessions, which 
had been made over to Ulwur on his expulsion from its borders. What was the 
tenor of Rajah Chundurbhan’s letter, conveyed by his Agents to Sir C. Metcalfe, 
must, of course, remain unknown. But this surmise may be at least taken to be in 
keeping with Native usage, and I am disposed to think that the hope of becoming 
independent of Ulwur was first entertained hy the exiled Neemrana Chief at this 
crisis, though Captain Beynon fixes it at a later period. 

20. I deem that it is of no great moment which reading of this passage be 
adopted, but as this letter was written in 1813, and a subsequent one by the same 
functionary in 1815, recommends the Neemrana Chief to the consideration of Ulwur. 
I believe that Captain Beynon’s interpretation of the disputed sentence is the more 
probable one. 


Paragraphs 19 and 20. 


21. These remarks are, I fancy, but little to the point. The Governor-General 

may have thought proper to address the Neem- 
rana Rajah as Klietree, Ooniara, or other petty 
Chiefs might now be addressed, more particularly when acknowledging services 
rendered to Government. The omission, in the translated purport of the letter, of 
complimentary expressions and flowery epithets, was simply in accordance with 
custom. 


22. How far the invitation to Rajah Chundurbhan by the Ulwur Durbar was 
tarag pi 21 pressed by Sir C. Metcalfe cannot be ascertained ; 

but the admission of that invitation from Ulivur, 
at the instance of the Resident, and his letter of recommendation, urging Ulwur 
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to receive iim -witli due lionor and kindness, ■whieli is in tko form usual in eases 
wkere British officers seek to bring about a meeting or reconciliation between two 
equals, or a Chief and one of bis Nobles, who have not been upon good terms, 
appears only to strengthen Uhvur’s claim to supremacy over Neemrana. 


23. This statement is correct. It will be seen by Captain Beynon’s letter that 
Paragraph 22. Neemrana laid claim to the Mandun and Ghelote 

Cnptaia Beynon-a enclosure, ir. districts, after receiving back from Ul^vur the 

Neemrana Jagheer; but his claim was rejected by the Supreme Government, and 
finally he was desired to address Ulwur, which further proves that the restoration 
of 15 or more villages was also optional with that State. 


Paragraphs 23 aad 24. 


24. In these paragraphs the grant of the 15 villages is discussed, and 

also the translation of the concluding words 
of the document. The memorialist objects to 
the designation of this document, though the corresponding paper, originally con- 

„ ... ferring the 41 villages, of which this one res- 

emonahst a anclosuro, D. himself calls a futta. The mistake 

of ^^Brojunauih''' for “ Bachanat''' is traceable to the copy of tlie document 
furnished at the enquiry to Captain Beynon from the dufiur of the Huzoor ; hut 
the correct meaning of Bachanai, a derivative from banchna, “to read,” is “ be it read 
by, ” or “ bo it known to.” Tire term in Hindeo papers is synonymous with “y>wr- 
wamah." Again, the concluding phrase, “ Sarkar se rujoo ralia karo,” has, as the 
memorialist observes, a conventional meaning in Indian documents, and means 
“ continue obedient to tire Government,” as translated by Captain Beynon. 


25. It is urged in the memorial that Neemrana is not specified in the docu- 
Pa og a h 25 ments appended by Captain Beynon as evidence 

of the partition of Ulwur and Tejara. The Bao 
Eajah’s engagement speaks of the consignment of “ half of the districts of Tejara, 
Tupookra, Kutaee, Moodawur, Kishengurh, and other places.^' A reference to tire 

enclosure of Captain Beynon’s letter proves the in- 
accuracy of these arguments, else why shoffid Mr. 
Martin, when Eesident at Delhi, as well as Colonel Sutlierland, have decided, after 
looking over the papers submitted, that Neemrana was one of the districts made over 
to Tejara. Again, in 1805, an exchange of certain districts between the British 
Government and Ulwur was effected by Lord Lake, but Neemrana was not one of 
those exchanged. 


Enclosnros, L,, 0., and P. 
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Captain Beynon’s oncloauro, Q. 


26. But -wliichover way this point is detornuned. 1 fail to' perceive how iNeem* 
rana can base its indepondeneo on this ground. JX l^eemrana was not made over 
to Tejara, it must have remained in statu quo as regards its dependence on Ulwur 
or otherwise ; but if it was a portion of the lands consigned to Tejara, it must 

have reverted to the Ulwur State on tlie demise 
of Rajah Bulwunth Singh, under the terms of 
Government letter, No. 511, dated 28th February, 1845, to the address of Majoi 
Thoresby. 

27. It may fairly he argued that it is a matter of little moment on what plea 

Necmrana assorted its independence if it be proved 
Pnragiaph 26. documentaiy evidence that Lord Lake’s sun- 

mid established its dependency ; that the Chief rebelled, and that his territory was 
seized and given over bj’- the British to Ulwur ; and that the grant of 15 villages was 
subsequently made to Ncemrana by Uhvur from lands held by tliat State. This is, 
in my opinion, the pith of tlie whole case. 


Paragraph 27. 


28. How can this first deduction be drawn when it has been shown that, from 

1805 to 1815, Uhvur held all the villages of Neom- 
rana, and enjoyed its revenues during the outlawry 

of Rajah Clumdurbhan, unmolested and unquestioned, even in Rajah BucktaAvur 
Singh’s time, "who w'as the original grautce ? 

29. Major Thoreshy’s letters deprecating the establishment by Ulwur of a Police 

station at Neemrana a 2 )pear- merely to inform the 
Me^?r“aru\’’rendo\utora ’ C!hicf that the records forthcoming do not 

prove the right of Ulwur to treat Neemrana as other 
Jagheerdars, or to place a thannah in that distriei Even if this implies that Neem- 
rana is not a Jagheer of Ulwur, surely this can hardly be taken as a final decision, but 
rather should Aveigh, at the most, as an opinion formed on scanty enquiry. I pre- 
sume that other evidence has been here adduced showung Neemrana to be a Ja- 
gheerdar. The.miauthenticated letter of Major Thoresby, produced by the memorial- 
ist, concludes by enjoining on Ulwur “ to act in the matter of thannahs agreeably to 
former practice,” and remarks : — “ Besides, the Neemrana Rajah belongs to a reputed 
and ancient family, and is nearly related to you. He feels dishonoured on your 
establishing thannahs ; wherefore I write to you that you should regard these matters.” 
The tenor of this letter obviously leads to the inference that Ulwur was a superior,^ 
rather than an equal, of Neemrana. . s 
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v-\ 30. The fneniorialist here details ^nd remarks lipon Captain Hardcastle’s inveS'- 
. ; ; . h 29 t 3 ' tigation 'and report upon the dispute between' Ulwur and 

Paragraphs 2 to 37- . which at length became so serious as to call for 

British, interference. It tvill -be. for His Excellency to decide whether Captain 
Hardcastle’s decision was well-grounded. Suffice it to say that all subsequent 
enquiries by British officers have led to a different conclusion in favor of Ulwur, 
and there remains now only to settle how far tliat decision is just and sound. 

. 31. Here Captain Hixon’s Ile23ortis commented upon, and strongly condemned, 

^ without entering into any particulars. I would observe that 

Paragraphs 38 0 40. Hardcastle was deputed to enquire into the cause of 

an invasion of Ncemrana by Uhvur troops; Captain Nixon, into an affray between 
Ulwur and Neemrana horsemen, with loss on the former side. Both extended their 
enquiries to the real cause of the dispute, vis., the independence of Neemrana. 
Captain Hardcastle’s decision liad not been acted upon, by Sir H« , Lawrence or other 
superior authority. Captain Nixon’s views accord with those expressed by several 
Residents and Agents to Governor-General. They coincide also with those of 
Captain Beynon, whose decision has been confirmed by Major Eden, and obtained 
the sanction of His Lordship in Council in letter, No. 4616, dated 4th October, 
1860. 

32. With regard to the memorialist’s surmise that Sir H. Lawrence’s decision 


Paragraph 41. 


would have been favorable to his claim, I have 


the honor to append translations of two letters ad- 
dressed to the Neemrana Rjijah, bearing the dates noted in the margin. Li the 

• former one. Sir Henry desires him to settle his dif- 

B.' B.': dated wEh ^I^ha Rao Rajah of Uhvur by being 

submissive to Has Highness’ orders, stating that 
it was a mistake on his part to consider Neemrana independent of Ulwur, and that, 
in the event of his not settling the dispute. Sir Henry would recommend the confisca- 
tion of Neemrana. I have further learnt from Lieutenant Impey, verbally, that he 
was the only Assistant with Sir Henry Lawrence when the present Chief, Ishree 
Singh, had liis interview with the Agent to Governor-General at Biana in February, 
1857, and that Sir Henry, in Lieutenant Impey’s presence, did his utmost personally 
to convince the Rajah that it was Ms best policy to own allegiance to Ulwur. Failing 
in Ins object, he informed him that he would submit his case to Government, and point 
out his contumacy, and forbad his return to Neemrana pending the receipt of a reply, 
2 31 
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as recorded in tlie second letter liereto appended. Rajali Ishree Singli returned to 
Neenuana ■'vhon tJie revolt of 1857 occurred, and told tlie Political Agent, Ulwur, 
that he had done so because, in the then disturbed state of tlie country, he had no- 
ivhere else to lay his head. These facts sot forth Sir H. Lawrence’s views and in- 
tentions on the subject. 


33. But J have further to report, for the information of His Excellency, that 
Sir Henry Lawrence personally discussed the Heemrana question with myself before 
his quitting the Eajpootaua Agency. He then gave it as his opinion that Captain 
Hardcastle's views were erroneous, and he inclined to those of Captain Nixon, but 
added that these two officers had arrived at conclusions so diametrically opposed 
to each other that he was in favor of having a full enquiry into tlie case instituted 
by a fresh officer. His wishes were carried out, and resulted in a decision accord- 
ing with that of Captain Nixon, as Sir Henry would seem to have anticipated from 
the advice he gave 'to Ishrec Singh as related in the foregoing paragraph. 


34. Captain Beynon has commented on Captain Hardcastlc’s roohakaree in 

paragraphs 30 to 33 of his Report, and in his 
vernacular proceedings. How far the former acted 
with bias is a point on which His Excellency alone can decide. 


Pnrngrapli 42. 


Paragraphs 4S to 45. 


35. As relates to the mode of correspondence between our Government and 

Ncemrana, Captain Beynon’s remarks appear very just. 
Every Chief of note has his separate form of address, 
whether subservient to another State or not. Ooniara is more ancient than Ulwur, 
but is subject to Jcypore. It has, however, its independent form of address by 
Britisli Political Autliorities. 


36. Captain Hardeastle has laid great stress on the attendance of Neemrana 
Vakeels on the Dellii Residents and Agents in Rajpootana ; and on this Captain 
Beynon has observed in his roohakaree : — “Tliere has been no Vakeel of Neemrana 
with the Agency since 1857, and no reason given by the Agents for his attendance; 
therefore this argument, on which Captain Hardeastle lays so much importance, 
goes for nothing.” Indeed, it is rather agjiinst it 


37. 


The question of nuzzxrrs is so weak and immaterial a point in the enquiry, 

Pnro ra h 46 seems scarcely worthy of notice in this 

^ ^ Report 
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38, The memorialist at length sunts up whai he teiint! 'he propositions he has 

established, viz., that hteemranr.- -iras independent 
PoragrapM 47 and 43, -i p t j t i ^ ■ i 1 T 1 

before Lord Lake s gianv aad thar uord Lake 

did not, and could not, confer hTeemrani'. on TJlnrur, He then draws liis own 

conclusions from Major Eden’s Eeport, as he styles it, of the case for TJlwur.” 

Though he begins by admitting it to be a “ careful and elaborate summary,” 

he furtlier on comments upon certain extracts from it as a mere repetition of refuted 

errors. 


39. I would venture to assert that all these arguments are based on the primd 
fade plea that all the former conclusions arrived at in Ids own favor by the memo- 
rialist' are sound and fairly proved, whereas all decisions adverse to his case arise 
from ignorance, error, or bias. 


40. 


To solve this question, which the petitioner would have to be regarded as still 
open to doubt, he suggests that a Durbar of Cldefs of 
Eajpootana be summoned to decide the point. 


Paragraph 49. 


41. In the first place, I would state, as an objection to this proposal, that it 
would be'next to impossible to collect together, for such a parpose, the several Princes 
of Eajpootana. Their 'jealousies as to rank, and their long-cherished enmities, 
would preveirt their meeting together, and their decisions would be guided by their 
feelings and friendships rather Eian by a love of right and justice. 

42. Secondly, the suspicion with which each Native State regards the addition 
of power or territory to its neighbour would I consider in this case prejudice each 
and all in favor of Neemrana. They would rather see him holding a petty Inde- 
pendent Chiefship than a powerful Jagheerdar of Ulwur. 

43. ■ Lastly, it will remain for His Lordship in Council to determine how far 
it would be proper or expedient to adopt the course suggested after His Excellency 
has approved of the views held by Major Eden and Captain Beynpn, and by bis own 
orders has supported the decisions of so many Political Officers, past and present, 
by whom the case has been revie'wed. 

44. But I woidd venture also strongly to deprecate, on principle, a reference to 
the Chiefs of Eajpootana in a ' case so often enquired into previously by British 
officers, and on which a final opinion has already been passed by the paramount 





power.' Tlie expression by tliese Oliiefs of an opposite; view' might tend to throw 
doubt on past decisions of Government; it would doubtless re-open many old 
disputed questions, in the hope that, by a reference to some similar tribunal, the 
orders of Government might be reversed. 

45. In conclusion, I have the honor to report, for His Lordship’s information, 
that tlie substance of the second paragraph of your letter under reply has been 
duly communicated to the memorialist tlirough tlie Political Agent, Uhvur, 

I have, &c., 

G. H. LAWEENCE, 

Agent, Govr.-Genl., Kajpootana. 


Docket, No. 374, dated 14th April, 1862, 

From Secretary to Government of India, Foreign Department, to Political Agent, XJlwur. 

Forwards, for information and guidance, copy of Government No. 326, 
of 4th instant, regarding the claim of the Ncemr.ana Cliief of being independent 
of Ulwur. Intimates that the Governor-General in Council sees no reasons for 
re-opening the question, and gives instructions in the matter. 

H. M. DUKAND, • 

Secy, to the Govt, of India. 


(COPY.) 

No. 326, DATED Fort "William, the 4th April, 1862. 

From Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department, to Agent to the 
Governor- General for the States of Rajpootana. 

Sir, — I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter, dated 1st Feb- 
ruary last. No. 83, reporting on the claim «f the Chief of Neemrana to be independ- 
ent of Ulwur, as set forth in his petition to Government, under date the 1st Novem- 
ber, 1861, and in reply to inform yon that the Governor-General in Council, hav- 
ing given this question his best consideration, sees no reason for re-opening it in 
any form or before any tribunal. 
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' 2. His Excellency in Council requests that you ''rfll communicate to the 
Rajah the decision of Government on his petition of Ist hiovembei last., and that 
when the Cliief returns to his country, you will make another endeavour, in accord- 
ance with prsnous instructions, to place the relations betiveen Ulwur and Neem- 
rana on a permanent footing, and induce the former to come to reasonable terms of 
accommodation ‘tyith the latter. - ^ . 

3. In the- meantime, the Governor-General in Council abstains from passing 
orders on your letter,' Ho. 235, dated Slst October last. 

I have, &c., 

(Sd.) R M. DURAND, 

Secy, to the Govt, of India. 


' To 

THE RIGHT HONORABLE THE EARL OF ELGIN AND KINCAR- 
DINE, K. T., G. C. B., VICEROY AND GOVERNOR-GENERAL 
OP INDIA. 

The Memorial of Rajah Isheee Singh 
Bahadoor, Sovereign Chief op 
THE Principality and State op 
, . Neemrana, 

Showeth, — Tohr memorialist belongs to the most ancient dynasty of Rajpoot 
Princes, and is the direct lineal descendant of Pritlii Raj, the last Hindoo sovereign 
who sat upon the throne of Dellii, and has hitherto been enjoying all the honors 
and privileges of an Independent Chief. 

Bordering upon your memorialist’s ancient principality of Neemrana is the 
modem state of Ulwur, whose Chiefs, following their well-knovTi propensity to 
usurpation, had from time to time attempted to encroach upon the rights of your 
memorialist’s ancestors ; but the shield of the British Government as often interfered 
and protected them from injury till, in 1859, when Major Eden, Political Resident 
4 32 





at Eajpootena arrived in Ulwur, be, at tlie request of Captain Impey, the Agent to 
the Governor-General at Ulwur (the Ulwur Chief then being, as he is now, a minor) 
deputed Captain Bejaion, his Secretary, to investigate the unfounded and absurd 
claim of the Ulwur Chief to regard your memorialist as his Jagheerdar, 

Captain Beynon came to Ulrnir, and, in eonjmiction wdth Captain Impey, drew 
up a Eepoi-t, dated IStli November, 1859, based on false assumptions and misrepre- 
sentations, w'hereby he supported the claim of the Ulwur Chief, and forwarded it to 
Major Eden, who endorsed his views, and submitted it to the late Governor-General 
as an enclosure to his letter, dated 17th August, 1860. The Governor-General 
acquiesced in his views. 

On the 12tli December, 1860, Captain Impey, Agent to the Governor-General 
at Ulwm-, sent for your memorialist atKurneekote, and there handed him a note to the 
effect that, agreeably to the order of the Governor-General, your Memorialist was 
to acknowledge himself a Jagheerdar of Ulwur, and verbally explained to him that 
he (your memorialist) must be his dependent. Your memorialist said in reply that he 
and his ancestors have never humbled themselves in this way ; that the Neemrana 
and Ulwur Chiefs have all along treated e.ach other as equals j and that he cannot 
submit to this new state of things. The Agent then stiid, - “ If you do hot submit to 
“ these terms, the Ulwur Chief wdll be empowered to take possession of your prin- 
“ cipality, and to do Avitli you as he likes.” Thus the Agent, leajiing to the side of 
Ulwur, paid no attention to the immemorial rights and privileges of your memori- 
alist. 

On the 26th December, 1860, your memorialist presented a petition to the 
Government, representing his case. On the 5th January, 1861, your memorialist 
called upon General Lawrence personally', preferred his complaint to him, and tried 
to proAu that the conclusion he had arrived at, with reference to the Ulwur claim, 
was absolutely wrong. Your memorialist remained with the General for about a 
month and a half, but he not only turned a deaf ear to all his remonstrances, but sent 
him a note, to the effect tliat if your memorialist do not go .away from his camp, he 
will be driven aw.ay by force. When such an insulting mess.age was received, 
your memorialist saw no other .alternative but tliat of returning to his principality, 
where, hearing that the Ulwur force was marching .against him, he left Neemrana, 
and moved towards Calcutta, after having intimated to the Agent, Captain Impey, 
his intention to do so, for the purpose of laying his grievances before the Governor-. 
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General, and Hs request that lie (the Agent) will, in his absence, protect hia 
principality and lus family from the aggression of the Ulwur force. 

While your memorialist "was marching cn route to this city, the Ulwur force, on 
the 22nd March, came down upon Neemraua, plundered its fort, took possession of 
all your memorialist’s property therein contained, set guards over the Zenana, 
robbed liis subjects, and has since retained military occupation of the princi' 
pality. 

Your memorialist, secure as he was of the cordial sympathy ^of all the Chowhan 
Eajpoots and of manj'' Rajpoot Princes, thought it prudent not even to make a show 
of resistance to the hostile proceedings and usurpation of the Ulwm- Durbar, because 
it was pretended that they had been sanctioned by the authority of the British 
Government, but commanded patience, in tlio hope that an explanation of the real 
state of things would enable Government to discover the error under which its 
order emanated. Thus was avoided that bloodshed and slaughter which, but for the 
interference of the Government, so sacredly respected by your memorialist, would 
have been the inevitable result of the assiunption of an attitude of opposition on the 
part of your memorialist. 

Your Memorialist believes that never was injury so wantonly inflicted on any 
Prince under the benign protection of Britisli Government as your momoi’ialisi lias 
been subjected to. Even now the faithful offleors of yoiu- memorialist, under whose 
charge he has left his family, suffer all sorts of oppression from the intrigues of th’6 
Ulwur people at Nccmrana. Your memorialist’s yoimger brother has been obliged 
to seek refuge within the British territory of Shahjehanporo, and his family left hel})- 
less and unprotected at Ncomrana. The entire collection of the Royal dues of the 
principality is in .the hands of the Ulwur Durbar, and your memorialist, in the 
hope of seeking redress of his grievances, has for the last twelve months been resid- 
ing in Calcutta under the severest- hardship and privations. 

On the 14th Juno, 1861, your memorialist presented a petition to the Govern- 
ment, pr.aying to be furnished with the Reports of the Agent, on which the Govern- 
ment order was based, and, agreeably to the order thoroirpon passed and instruc- 
tions forwarded to the Agent, your memorialist wasf urnislied with the Reports of 
Captain Beynon .and Major Eden, both of whom had kept back the documents in 
favor of ybiir memorialist, or distorted their meaning, and inclined to the sido of 
Ulwur. 
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Your memorialist presented a memorial to Government, dated let November, 
1861, giving a detailed account of his case, and pointing out the erroneous and dis- 
torted statements in the Eeports above alluded to, and praying for justice; but though 
it is now four months since that memorial was submitted, your memorialist has not 
as yet been favored with a reply. 

About a month ago, your memorialist received a Persian letter from General 
Lawrence, informing him that your memorialist’s memorial of the 1st November last 
has been sent to him by Government, and that agreeably to orders from Govern- 
ment, until your memorialist return to his place, the transmission of memorials 
to Government will be of no avail ; tliat if your memorialist joins liis place, andtlien 
has any occasion to state anything to the Governor-General, such statement 
should be sent to His Excellency through him (the Agent). 

Your memorialist sent a reply to the above communication on the 27th Feb- 
ruary last, a translation •whereof is annexed hereto for your Excellency’s perusal. 

Your memorialist cannot conceive how Government could have issued such 
an order as is alluded to by the Agent in his aforesaid communication, because the 
Government is already aware that your memorialist’s principality is in the mili- 
tary occupation of XJlwur, and your memorialist has therefore no place of his own 
to return to, and has no means to defray the expenses of the journey. 

Your memorialist prays that your Excellency in Council wuU take into considera- 
tion his memorial of the 1st November last, and pass upon it such order as may 
be right and proper, with as little delay as may be practicable ; or, if such course 
cannot be adopted in consequence of the delay of the Agent to make his reply to 
or report upon the statements and charges contained in the last memorial (long 
since transmitted to the Agent), that your Excellency do peremptorily require of the 
Agent his immediate attention to the business, and his reply forthwith. 


Calctttta : 

The 5th April, 1862. 


} 




Trakslation of a Persian letter from Rajah Ishrse Singh Bahadoor, Sovereign Chief 
of Neemrana, to Political Resident at Rajpootana, 

Sib, — Your letter of the 24th January, 1862, informing me that my memorial 
of the 1st November last has been sent to you by Government, and that, agreeably to 



orders from Government,' until I return' to mj place' the transmission of memorials 
to Government will be of no avail, — that, if I join my place, and then have any 
occasion to state anything to the Governor-General, such statement should be sent 
to him through you, — has reached me. 

It is certainly beneficial to my interest to follow your instruction, but it is well 
kno'vvn to you that, in the last year, having received the order to ' regard myself as 
Jagheerdar of Ulwur, I came up to you at Jelwara in Jeypore on the 4th January, 
1861, and on the 5th January, having had an interview with you at Maheshra, I 
explained to you fully the fact of the independent existence of my principality, 
and of the prevalence of terms of equality between the Ulwur and Ueemrana Courts, 
and requested you to forward my objection to Government. 

Afterwards I accompanied you to Rajgurh, within the jurisdiction of Ulwur, 
when, sympathizing with me on my hard case, you desired me to stay at that .place 
till your return from_ Ulwur. After investigating there matters relative to my case, 
I waited at that place, and agreeably to your orders my 'V'akeels, Tliakoor Juggut 
Singh and Bhavani Prasad, accompanied you to Ulwur, to whom you declared that, 
on enquiry, Lokdheer Singh, the head of the Punchayet at Ulwur, acknowledged to 
you of the prevalence of terms of equality between the Ulwur and Neemrana Courts, 
but that it will not be acknowledged any longer. 

When you returned to Bhurtpore 'I joined you there, and kept your company 
during your march from this place to Koorgong, within the jurisdiction of Kerow- 
lee, where 1 received your note of the 16tli February, 1861, intimating that if I do 
not return to my place, and obey your orders, I shall be expelled by force from your 
Camp. 

Thus, after having remained with you for a month and a half, I returned to my 
place in disappointment. Learning, on tlie 17th March, that the Ulwur force was 
marching against me, I made a movement to come to the Governor-General to save 
my honor, and to seek redress of my grievance, and wrote to the Agent at Ulwur, 
requesting him to see that my family suffer no harm from the aggression of the 
Ulwur force. 

On the 22nd March, 1861, the Ulwur force, mustering about three thousand 
Foot and Cavalry, entered Neemrana with cannons and jumbooruohs, under the 
command of Thakoor Sheonauth Singh Narooka and Captain Luchmun Sineh, and 
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attempted to seize my younger brother, Tliakoor Bheem Singh, -ndio took refiige in 
Shahjehanporo, Avithin the bounds of the British temtory, and the people of Neem- 
rana deserted the place. The Ulwur force took possession of the>fort, and took the 
arms and treasures therein accumulated since the time of my ancestors, and laid 
waste the houses of many of my subjects, and committed all sorts of depredation. 

At this time my 'younger brother, Thakoor Bheem Singh, informed you of all this, 
and you were pleased to send him a letter, informing him that the march of the 
Ulnnir force upon Neemrana originated from your OAvn order. 

It is noAV a year since that time tliat the town, fort, and villages of Neem- 
r.ana, as avoII as the collection of all dues therefrom, are under the control of the 
Uhrur Durbar. I am now residing in Calcutta under the severest hardship and 
privation ; my brother has taken shelter in Shahjehanpore ; and my family left help- 
less at Neemrana. 

So long as the Ulwur Durbar keeps possession of Neemrana, and enjoys its 
income, A^diere is the place AAdiich I can call my oAvn, and to which you ask me to 
return. It is to regain possession of that place as my principality that I have come 
down hero. 

Agreeably to the order of Government, communicated to me in the letter 
of its Secretary, dated 24th June last, that it will receive my memorial from mo 
direct, I have sent it to Government, and it has received it. Now you write to me 
that I shall have to come to my place, in the occupation of another. 

I therefore request you will be pleased to cause Necmrana to be vacated by 
the Ulwur force, and the collection of its dues restored to my hand, Avhen I shall be 
able to go to my place, and to send my memorial to the Governor-General through 
you ; but so long as the place continues in the possession of the Uhvur force, and 
the collection of its dues is not restored to me, I object to return to Neemrana in my 
present plight. 

I believe you can do what you deem just and proper, and therefore feel 
assured that you will comply with my request ; but if you cannot do so, I beg you 
Avill bo pleased to forivard tliis my letter to the Government vuth your report. I 
have stated all that I had to say, and solieit the favor of your sending me a reply. 

Calcutta : (Seal of JRajah Isliree Singh Bahadoor.) 

The 27th Fehruary, 1862. / 
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No. 429, DATED oTfi Mat, 1862. 

Foreign Department, PoliticaL 

Forwarded to the Agent to the Governor-General in Eajpootana, in conti- 
nuation of No. 326, dated 4th ultimo, with a request that ho will inform the Rajah 
of the decision passed on his memorials. 

By order, &c. 

C. U. AITCmSON, 
Under-Secy, to the Govt, of India. 


No. 530-63P., DATED Modnt Aboo, the 21st May, 1862. 

From Agent to Governor- General for the States of Rajpootana, to Under-Secre- 
tary to the Government of India, Foreign Department. 

Sir, — With advertence to your docket, No. 429, of the 5th instant, on tlie 
Neemrana Rajah’s petition, dated Calcutta, 5th, April last, I have the honor to 
report that I communicated to him by letter, on the 29th idem, the decision of 
Goveriimeut on his memorial, as contained in their despatch. No. 326, of 4th April. 
I also furnished the Ulwur Political Agent with a copy of the despatch, of which 
he likewise sent a copy to the Rajah. 

I have, &c., 

G. H. LAWRENCE, 

Agent, Govr.-Genl., Rajpootana. 


Docket, No. 693, dated 26th Jdne, 1862. 

From Officiating Vnder-Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department, 

to Political Agent, Ulwur. 

Forwards, for information and guidance, original Government letter, 
No. 549, dated 11th instant (to be returned), regarding the Neemrana Rajah, 
together wdth Agent to Governor-General’s vernacular letter to the Chiefs address, 
for record in Agent’s OlEce. 

' ' J. W. S. WYLLIE, 

* Offg. Under-Secy, to the Govt, of India. 
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No. 549, DATED Fort William, the 11th June, 1862. 

From Officiating Under-Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department, 
to Agent to Governor- General for the States of Rajpootana. 

Sir, — Eajah Ishreo Singh, Chief of Neemrana, having addressed another 
petition to Government under date the 29th ultimo, I am directed by the Gover- 
nor-General in Council to request that you will inform the Eajah that any represen- 
tation he maj- wish to make to the Secretary of State will be duly forwarded, but 
that the Government of India see no necessity for re-opening a question which was 
not decided without mature deliberation. 

I have, &c., 

J. W. S. WYLLIE, 

Oifg. Under-Secy, to the Govt, of India. 

Docket, No. 30A.-6G., dated Ulwur, the 3ed July, 1862. 

From Political Agent, Ulwur, to Agent to Governor- General for the States of 

Rajpootana, 

In obedience to docket, No. 693, of the 26 th ultimo, returns, after record, the ori- 
ginal Government letter, No. 549, of the 11th ultimo, regarding the Neemrana Chief. 

■ E. 0. IMPEY, 

Political Agent. 

Docket, No. 878, dated 19th August, 1862. 

From Secretary, Government of India, Foreign Department, to Political Agent, Ulwur. 

Forwards, for information and guidance, copy of Government letter. No. 726, 
dated 8th idem, transmitting copy of Despatch, No. 59, from Secretary, Home De- 
partment, regarding Neemrana affairs, and calling attention to last paragiaph thereof. 

H.M. DUBAND, 

Secy, to the Govt, of India. - 

No. 726, DATED Fort William, the 8th August, 1862. 

From Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department, to Agent to Governor- 

General for the States of Rajpootana. 

Sir, — W ith reference to tlie correspondence noted on the margin, respecting 
From Agent, dated ist February, 1862, No. 83. relations between Ulwur and Neem- 
Vrnm Tana, I am directed to transmit, for your 

information, the enclosed copy ot a Des- 
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patch from the Right Hon’hle tlio Secretary of State for India, No. 59, dated 30th 
June last, and to dra-sr your attention to the last paragraph thereof * 

1 have, &c., 

H, 11 DURAND, 

Secy, to the Govt, of India. 


(COPY.) 

No. 59, DATED India Office, London, the SOth June, 1862. 

From Sccretari/ of State for India, to His Excellency the Right Horible the Governor- 

General of India in Council. 

My Lord, — I have considered in Council your Excellency’s letter, dated 3rd 
May, No. 55, of the present year, relative to the relations between Uhvur and Neem- 
rana. 

2. My previous Despatch, No. 110 of 1861, conveyed my approval of the decision 
aiTived at by you, affirming the dependency of the latter on the former State ; and 
I concur with you that the question of the independence of Neemrana should not 
be permitted to bo again opened. 

3. I trust that some equitable adjustment of the future relations and mutual 
rights of both parties, duo consideration being had to the former position of Neem- 
rana, may now bo arrived at with the least possible delay. 

I have, &c., 

(Sd.) O-WOOD. 

(True copy.) 

C. MACLEOD, 

Eegistr.ar, Foreign Department. 

Dated Calcutta, 10th December, 1862. 

From the Chief of Neemrana, to Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign 

Department. 

My Friend, — I have the honor to forward herewith my memorial to Her 
Most Gracious Majesty the Queen, with enclosures noted below,* and beg you will 
be pleased to submit it to His Excellency the Yiceroy, with my humble request for 
its transmission to England by the earliest opportunity. 

• I. English translation of the memorial to Hor Majesty the Queen, dated 8th December, 1862, 

2. Letter (copy) from myself to the Secretary, Indian Government, dated 6th Juno, 1861, 

3. Ditto ditto ditto, dated 14th June, 1861. 

4. Ditto ditto ditto, dated 26th February, 1862. 
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I fui'ther request that, fit soon as :h'' raeinorral is despatched to England, you 
will be pleased to inform me of it al your earliest convenience. On receipt of such 
Information, I intend leaving Calcutta for Muttra. 

I remain, &c., 

No. 1212, DATED Foet William, the 30th Decembee, 1862. 

From Under-Seci'etary to the Government of India, Foreign Department, to Agent to 
Governor'- General for the States of Rajpootana, 

SiE, — I am directed to forward to you the accompanying memorial'^ from 

Eajah Ishree Singh of Neemrana, together with 

s Dated 8th Deoembor, 1862. ^ 

its enclosure, and to request that you will return 

it to the Eajah, and make him acquainted with the decision of the Secretary of 

State, as communicated to you in the letter from this Department, imder date the 

8th August last. No. 726. 

2. I am to take this opportunity to remind you, that the Eeport on the condi- 
tions of tenure to be settled between Ulwur and Neemrana, though often called for, 
has not yet been received, and to request that its submission may be expedited. 

I have, &c. 

C. U. AITOHISON, 
Under-Secy, to tlie Govt, of Lidia. 


5 . 

6 . 

7. 

8 . 

9. 

10 . 

11 . 

12 . 

13. 

14. 
16. 
16 . 

17. 

18. 

19. 

20 . 
21 . 
22 . 

23. 

24. 

25. 


Letter (copy) from the Secretnry, Indian Government, to myself, 
Ditto ditto ditto, 

Ditto from myself to the Agent, Governor-General, Rnjpootana, 
Ditto ditto ditto. 

Ditto ditto - ditto. 

Ditto ditto ditto, 

Ditto ditto ditto, 

Ditto (translation) ditto ditto, 

Ditto „ ditto ditto. 

Ditto ditto ditto. 

Ditto from the Agent, Governor-General, Bajpootana, to myself. 


Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 


(translation) 


ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 


(Hlwur) 


My memorial (copy) to the Indian Government, 
Ditto (printed copy) ditto. 

Ditto (oopy) ditto. 

Ditto ditto, 


ditto, 

ditto, 

ditto, 

ditto, 

ditto, 

ditto. 


dated 24th June, 1861. 
dated 6th July, 1861. 
dated 4th July, 1861. 
dated 9th July, 1861. 
dated 12th August, 1861. 
dated 14th August, 1861. 
dated 27th February, 1861. 
dated 21et April, 1863. ' 
dated Slat May, 1862. 
dated 13th October, 1862. 
dated 18th July, 1861. 
dated 1st August, 1862. 
dated 24th January, 1862. 
dated 29th April, 1862. 
dated 19th June, 1862. 
dated 21st April, 1862. 
dated 27th September, 1862. _ 
dated 14th Juno, 1861. 
dated Ist November, 1861. 
dated 5th April, 1862. 
dated 29th May, 1662. 




r m )■ 

1SS3, 

No. 2i-lP., Camp Kudusikundee, the 8th Jahuabt, 1863. 

From Agent to Goveriior~ General for the States of Rajpootana, to Under-Secrelary to 
Government of India, Foreign Department. 

SiRj— In reply to your letter No. 1212, dated 30tli ultimo, enclosing 
another memorial from Eajah Islireo Singh of Neemrana, I have the honor to state, 
for the information of His Excellency the Viceroy in Council, that the last decision 
of the Secretary of State was, on receipt, duly communicated to the memorialist 
through the Political Agent, Ulwur. 

2. In returning to the Rajah the present documents, as directed, I -will again 
bring the decision of Sir C. Wood to his notice, in the hope that he will at length 
acq[uiesce in the orders of Government. 

3. With regard to the exact relations on which Neemrana is to stand to 
Ulwur, his Lordship will observe that the object of all the Rajah’s representations 
is to establish his entire independence of Ulwur. So long as he persists in that 
view, it is not likely that he will listen to any proposals which are based on his 
allegiance to Ulwur. 

4. The Rajah has been frequently urged to return to Neemrana and come to 
terms with Ulwur, but as yet in vain. It is to be hoped that he will now under- 
stand the futility of making direct appeals to Government and the Home Authorities, 
and I will use my best endeavours to bring about a settlement as expeditiously as is 
practicable ; but I have been unable to carry out the wishes of Government in this 
respect, or enter into any negotiations to'that end, owing to the refusal of the Rajah 
to comply with my advice, and to his continued stay at Calcutta. 

5. Li his letter to Colonel Durand, dated 10th ultimo, submitting his memorial 
to Her Majesty the Queen, the petitioner observes that, on learning that it has been 
despatched to England, he intends leaving Calcutta for Muttra. I would suggest 
the propriety of any future communications to Government being returned direct, 
widi an injunction to return to Neemrana and apply to me, as I doubt the chance 
of his listening to reason so long as he clings to the hope of obtaining any hearing 
from Government. It is possible also that his present move from Calcutta to 
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Muttra may only be a means oi' near Sis Excellency’s camp, wliicb will 

shortly reach tliat neighbourhood. 

I have, &c., 

G. St.R LAWEENCE, 

Agent, Govr.-Genl., Eajpootana. 


Eo. 52, DATED Camp Agra, the 16th Jahhart, 1863. 

From Agent to Governor- General for the States of Fajpootana, to Political Agent^ 

Ulwur. 

Sir, — With reference to previous correspondence, I have the honor to forward, 
for information and record in your Office, copy of a letter I have addressed to the 
Eajah of Eeemrana, returning his iietition to Her Majesty the Queen, under the or- 
ders of the Government of India, dated 30th December, 1862. 

I have, &c., 

G. St.P. LAWEEECE, 
Agent, Govr.-Genl., Eajpootana. 

OFFICE MEMOEANDUM. 

Dated Fort William, the 9th JAmrART, 1863. 

From Undm'-Secretary to Government of India^ Foreign Department^ to Agent to Gov- 
ernor- Genei'al for the States of Rajpootana. 

Bead a petition from Eajah Eliree Singh Bahadoor of Eeemrana, dated 
30th ultimo, soliciting a private inteiwiew with His Excellency the Governor-Gene- 
ral before leaving Calcutta. 

Ordered that the petitioner be informed, through the Agent, Governor-Gene- 
ral, in Eajpootana, that the Governor-General declines to comply with his request. 

C. U. AITOHISOE, 
Under-Secy, to Govt, of India. 

Docket Eo. 97, dated 4th February, 1863. 

From Agent to Governor- General for the States of Rajpootana, to Politieal Agent, 

Ulwur. 

Forwards, for communication to the Eajah of Eeemrana, copy of Office 
memorandum of 9th January, from Under-Secretary to Government of India, de- 



dining to comply T'/Hj:? tlic Eaiah. c jv-ju* si- ^or a pri'-'aio inL'.- "*e'y with the_ Governor- 
General 

G. St.P. LAWEENCE, 

Agent, Govr.-GenL, Rajpootana. 


No. 151, DATED Fort William, the 4th Februarv, 1863. 

From Assistant Seoretanj to the Government of India^ Foreign Department^ to Agent to 
the Governor- General for the States of Rajpootana. 

Sib, — 111 reply to your letter, dated 8 th ultimo. No. 21 -IP., I am direct- 
ed to inform you that if the Neeraraua Chief has proceeded to Muttra, the Governor- 
General in Council believes that 3 'ou -will have no difficulty in causing him to 
attend your camp after the Agra Durbars are over. The Chief should then be 
informed that the question of his allegiance and subjection to Uhvur having been 
finally decided, can never bo re-opened ; but that, with reference to his feudal 
relations with Ulwur, the conditions of tenure, and the service due to Ulwur by 
the Jagheerdar of Neomrana, wiU now be authoritatively and finall}* settled ou the 
basis of the note of the Council of Regency, dated 21st October, 1861. 

2 . You will also inform the Neemrana Chief that, on receiving a copy of the 
note, it is open to him to offer any remarks upon the details of these feudal services, 
and that those remarks will be taken into consideration, with a view to a satisfactory 
arrangement being effected, equitable alike to the superior State, Ulwur, and to the 
Jagheerdaree of Neemrana, provided that such objections or remarks as he may 
desire to make be sent in within six weeks from the receipt of the cojiy of the note. 
Otherwise, at the expiration of that period, the conditions proposed by the Durbar 
■will be authorized by the Governor-General in Council, without further awaiting 
the observations of the Neemrana Chief, and, once Authorized, will not bo open to 
an}’- future discussion. 

I have, &c., 

J. T. WHEELER, 

Asst. Secy, to Govt, of India. 
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Docbe? No, 1?8, 21st ITebrttart, 1863, 

From Agent to Governor^ General pr the States of Bajpootana, to the Political Agent, 
t 'Vlwur. 

Forwards for observations copy of Government letter No. 151, of 4tb in- 
stant, requesting that the Chief of Neemrana be informed that the question of his 
allegianee and subjection to Dlwur having been settled cannot be re-opened, but 
that the feudal relations with TJlwur, conditions of tenure, &c,, will be finally set- 
tled on the basis of tlm note of the Council of Kegency, dated 21st October, 1861. 

G. St.P. LAWEBNCE, 

Agent, Go\T.-Genl., Eajpootana. 


OFFICE MEMOEANEEM,— No. 32. 

Dated Gamp Chatta, the 24th February, 1863. 

From Uncler-Secretarg to Government of India, Foreign Department, to Agent to 
Governor- General for the States of Bajpootana, 

Eead a letter and memorial, dated 4th February, from tlie Chief of Neem- 
rana, submitting for re-consideration certain points on the subject of his memorial 
to Her Majesty the Queen relative to his position as regards the Ulwur Durbar, 

Ordered that the above papers be returned to the Chief through the Agent, 
Governor-General, with an intimation that no communication will be received 
from him except through the Governor-General’s Agent, Eajpootana. 

C. D. AITCHISON, 
Under-Secy, to Govt, of India. 


Dated Calcutta, the 5th February, 1863. 

F)-om the Chief of Neemrana, to Agent to the Governor- Genei'ol for the States of 

Bajpootana. 

My Friekd, — With reference to j'our Persian letter, dated 9th January, 1863, 
which I received on the 19th ultimo, I beg to forward herewith copy of a letter 
which I have addressed to His Excellency the Governor-General in Council, under 
date the 4th February, 1863. 
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The gratuitous violence ahd insult with which yon trosted my brother Th a- 
koor Bheem Singh at Jeypore, upon occasion of his paying you a visit of civility 
there (and this^ as far as I can learn, merely because he is my brother), has been 
made known to me ; it has grieved me deejily. 

Such rude and unworthy conduct to the ancient nobles of India by Britis h 
officials cannot but tarnisb the British name. 

I remain, &c., 

NO 



Sovereign Chief of Neemrana. 
(COPY.) 

Dated Calcutta, the 4th February, 1863. 

From the Chief of Neemrana, to the Viceroy and Governor- General of India in Council. 

Mat it please Your Excellency, — I received on the 19th ultimo a Persian 
letter from the Agent to the Governor-Ceneral for the States of Rajpootana, dated 
9tli January, 1863 (a translation whereof is herewith submitted), returning me, agree- 
ably to the order of Your Excellency in Council, ray memorial to Her Majesty the 
Queen, with its enclosures, on the ground of the Hon’ble the Secretary of State for 
India having confirmed Your Excellency’s decision of my case, and advising me to 
go immediately to the Political Agent at Uiwur for the adjustment, agreeably to Your 
Excellency’s order, of all matters of etiquette between the Cliief of Uiwur as lord 
paramount and myself as his Jagheerdar, and for the preferring of all complaints of 
oppression and injustice against me that I may have to make. 

It becomes not me to argue with Your Excellency as to the .course Your Ex- 
cellency has been pleased to adopt, but I solicit permission to submit, for the indul- 
gent consideration of Your Excellency in Council, certain points which I humbly 
believe have either not been represented to Your Excellency, or have escaped Your 
Excellency’s attention in forming the judgment on my case : — 

1st. — Your Excellency’- had submitted to the Hon’ble the Secretary of State 
for India a report of my case, together -with Your Excellency’s views thereon. 
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Your ExcoIIency\s decision lias been confirmed, I believe, according to tlie gene- 
ral routine of business ; but the Secretary of State had no opportunity of hearing 
■what I humbly had to say against Your Excellency’s decision. ■ My appeal was not 
laid before him. I beseech, therefore, the favor of Your Excellency in Council com- 
manding my appeal to Her Majest}’- the Queen to be forwarded to its destination, 
agreeably to Your Excellency’s previous order on the subject. 

2nd . — ^According to the usages and customs no'w prevailing in Eajpootana, ■ 
a Jaghecrdar is a feudal slave to his lord paramount ; ho owes him allegiance and 
performs feudal service ; at stated festivals every year he has to attend the Durbar, 
to present nuzzurs and to take his seat beneath the musnud ; he. must carry out his 
behests nole7\s volens, whether they bo dictated by reason or sheer caprice dis- 
obedience or resistance to his will is instantly punished with all sorts of indignities 
and sequestration of the Jagheer; sometimes diflPerent portions of a Jagheer are made 
khalsa, for no other reason than that they excite the cupidity of the lord. Such 
is the status of a Jaghecrdar in our country, to which it has pleased the Government 
of India to reduce me, for no offence that I have ever dreamt of committing. 

Having, after repeated, earnest, and humble solicitations, failed to obtain an 
answer in detail, refuting the facts and reasoning in my printed memorial of 1st No- 
vember, 1861, I venture to conjecture that, owing to reasons which the genius of 
the British Government will not suffer me to know, it has formed the decision that 
I am the Jagheerdar of Ul^vu^. 

I remain, however, humbly convinced that I am not and cannot be the Jagheerdar 
of Ulwur. Had this my conviction been based on mere inference, I would have suc- 
cumbed to the fiat of the British Government, dictated by superior wisdom and 
reasoning which I can never pretend to; but as my conviction is based on stubborn 
facts recorded in history and preserved in tradition, and upon my personal expe- 
rience, as I know that the ancestors of the present Ulwur Chief (only two have 
been ranked as Chiefs) never ventured to treat ray ancestors (my great-grandsire, 
grandsire, and father) othenvise than as their respected equals, and as independent 
sovereigns, sometimes advancing two miles in State to receive them, — as I know 
tliat I am, and ray ancestors were, treated as equals by tliose •udio did not and do 
not condescend to regard the Ulwur Chiefs as such,— as, since the last official ac- 
knowledgment of the loyalty of my late great-grandfather, conveyed to him in a letter 
of the then Governor- General of India, Lord Moii’a, under his sign manual in 1814, 
nothing has shewn any abatement of that loyalty in his prosperity, but, on the con- 
trary, it was taken notice of by subsequent Governors-Goueral, and rewarded iii 1843 
by honorary presents to my late father at a public Diufiar, who was received under 
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a salute as a sovereign prince the greatest Icindness 0/ Lord EUenborough, 
— as, in short, I and mj ancestors have all along exercised tlie rights of a sove- 
reign prince, as v'e have been recognised as such by all Rajpootana, including 
the Ulwur Chiefs themselves, and, above all, often and often by the British Govern- 
naent, — as we have never stooped to the performance of a single act of a Jagheerdar, 

I cannot shake my conviction that I am not a Jagheerdar. 

The Agent, Governor-General, in his letter above mentioned, says that the seques- 
tration of ISTeemrana has followed as a consequence of my disobedience. I cannot 
understand what disobedience is meant. If he means my disobedience to the order 
of Government directing me to become a Jagheerdar of Ulwur, I say I have been tried 
by being asked to perform an impossible task. Let the British trumpet summon 
me to the battle-field, I will sacrifice life with all my brethren-in-arms in the cause 
of the Empress of India ; let a commission fraught with danger and calling for 
the exercise of valour and devotion be ofiered to me, and I shall accept it with 
cheerfulness ; but I have been asked to put on the shackles of a bondsman, to give 
up that which I hold dearer than life — my honor. I have been asked to pros- 
trate it, — to humiliate myself before the princes of Rajpootana, with the most 
perfect consciousness of having given to none any cause of offence. I was dis- 
tinctly bid by the Political Agent at Ulwur to present mizurs to, and to sit beneath 
the guddee of, the Ulwur Chief, and to ask pardon of him for what I yet know not. 
To be a Jagheerdar I cannot ; and why shall I be ? My feeling revolts from the idea 
of being such. I would rather plunge a dagger in my breast than wear tlie chains 

of a slave, however gilded they may be by forms of etiquette. 

« 

I am poor, butT have inherited the spirit of my fathers. I remained ' contented 
and lived happy in the enjoyment of independence in my obscure little hill fort of 
Ncemrana. The Ulwur Durbar would blast that bliss and crush that spirit ; to 
prostrate the pride of our family is its sole object, because it had failed to obtain 
the hand of a daughter of our house. Will the British Government stretch its 
mighty arm in thus ruining an innocent scion of a brave and ancient race of 
sovereigns ? Will it tlius help the powerful to sacrifice the weak ? Will it unwit- 
tingly minister to upstart vanity and mean revenge ? No ! — I am sui’e it will not, 
when it knows the true state of things. Whether revenue or the satisfaction of 
vanity is the object of the Ulwur Durbar, is a matter of easy experiment, as the 
sequence will shew. 

If the fiat of Government that has gone forth cannot be revoked, — if, tmder the 
provisions of any treaty with the Ulwur Durbar, Government is bound to uphold 
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its claim, ‘ or wlatever oiher State' roascn roa}*- require it, I beg most humbly to sub- 
mit the following propositions for youf Excellency’s consideration, or, if need be, of 
that of the Hon’ble the Secretary of State for India : — • 

Isi. — J ijvould surrender to the Ulwur Durbar any one of the villages which com- 
pose my (now) insignificant principality, and the income of which, as compared with 
my total income, may be deemed fit and proper, in consideration of its giving up 
all present or future claims of any kind upon mo and my principality ; and in consi- 
deration of the degrading epithet of Ulwur Jagheerdar not behig applied to me. If 
vanity be its object, it would raise objections to consent to tliis arrangement, but 
otherwise it can have no pretence in evading it. 

2}2d . — Should tlie Government see any objection in adopting the above proposition, 
I would, for myself and heirs, give up all claim to my ancient principality, to be dis- 
posed of in any way tlie Government may deem meet, and request Your Excellency 
in Council to provide for me a place in British India, .and some resource to live 
upon, in the shape of a stipend or a Jagheer from Government This I ask as a pure 
favor, as an act of free grace, for the bare preservation of my life and of my family, 
composed, among many others, of an aged mother and grandmother, and of a 
daughter who, though marriageable, will have to meet vdth insuperable difficulties 
in being bestowed upon a proper party, owing to my present misfortunes. No reason, 
perhaps, will deter Your Excellency in Council from showing tins kindness to me, a 
poor scion of an ancient race of kings, whose only sin has been his obstinate tena- 
city for the preservation of his honor ; for humanity has always been the invariable 
character of the British Government. If this will not do — 

s 

Srd.—I would ask Government to make me one of its Zemindars. I would pay 
revenue and live upon my profits. 

4t/i , — Failing all, I would only ask permission to live with my family within the 
British territory of India, where I would lease a spot of land, turn my Eajpoot sword 
into a ploughshare, and glory in a peasant’s life : thus I W'ould be more happy than 
to hold my fatherland and principality under a Jagheerdaree tenure from Ulwur, 
for I know if honestty and witli the sweat of my brow I can pass my life under the 
protection of the British law, I would bo little less than a sovereign. 

I have made my last appeal to Your Excellency. It is in Your Excellency’s 
power with a stroke of your pen to ruin the last of the race of Prithiraj, and to send 
a thrill of intense misery amongst the members of his family, or to preserve him 
and his posterity in the peaceful enjoyment of their liberty under the ample shield 
of Britain. 
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I beg leave to mention incicientrJly that, altbongh I nave not hitherto put my 
shoulders under the Jagheerdaree yoke of XJlwur. and am refusing to bear it, yot the 
Agent to the Governor-General designates me, in the superscription of his said letter 
to me, as one bearing that yoke. I cannot but attribute this circumstance to the 
Persian writer having indited the letter under the dictation of the Ulwur Durbar, 
inasmuch as the truly noble and great British Government would think it beneath 
its dignity to insult the weak and the fallen who begs for mercy. 

(The above sentiments I have personally dictated in my own language, request- 
ing they may be literally translated.) 

I remain, &c., 

(Sd.) RAJAH ISHREB SINGH BAHADOOE, 

(in the Demnagari character), 
Sovereign Chief of Neemrana. 

(True copy.) 


No. 254, DATED Camp Peepdlwaka, the 7th March, 1863. 

From the Agent to Governor- General for the States of Rajpootana, to the Political 

Agent, Uhoiir. 

Sir, — I have the honor to forward copy of a memorandum, No. 32, 
dated 24th ultimo, from the Under-Secretary with tlio Governor-General, returning 
a memorial, &c., from the Rajah of Neemrana, and request you will send the pe- 
tition, with the enclosed vernacular translation of the memorandum, to the Rajah, as 
directed. 

I have, &c., 

G. St.P. LAWRENCE, 

■ Agent, Govr.-Genl., Rajpootaua. 

Dated Calcutta, the 13th April, 1863. 

From the Chief of Neemrana, to Agent to Governor- General for the States of Raj- 

pootana. 

My Friend,-— I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a Persian let- 
ter from the Political Agent, Ulwur, dated 12th March last, with a copy of your 
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'j'Ooo(ik(iv(C^ o'fifoc t-crsum tr<ins]fl.tioii of fi lotfci* of tho 

Secretary tc tiic ‘.7'- ‘U’ * 'n mn, N., 32, mider date the 24th February last. 
Agreeably ’.o die purpon T.t.eieol, .1 beg to forward to you herewith a letter to His 
Excellency the Yiceroy and Governor-General of India in Council, with two enclo- 
sures, and request the favor of your submitting them to tho consideration of His 
Excellency, and communicating to mo such orders us may be passed thereon. 

I remain, &c., 

Sovereign Chief of Hccmrana. 



Ho. 424-17P., DATED Mount Aboo, the 22nd AraiL, 1863. 

Fr07n Agcni to Governor- General fo)' the States of Jlajpootana, to Secretary to Govem- 

ment oj IndiO) Forcig^i Department. 

Sib, — Witli rofcrcuco to your OfTico memorandum Ho. 32, dated 24th Feb- 
ruary last, I have the honor to forward a letter addressed to His Excellency tho 
Viceroy and Governor-General by tlic Rajah of Hccmraiia, with copj- of his covering 
letter to me of the 13th instant. 

I have, itc., 

G. St.P. LAWRENCE, 

Agent, Govr.-Genl., Rajpootana. 


Ho. 241, DATED Simla, the 11th May, 1863. 

From Seci'eta7'y to Governme)it of India, Foreign Department, to Ageiii to Govamor- 

General for the States of Rajpootana. 

Sin, — With I'eference to your letter, Ho, 424-17P,, dated 22nd idtimo, for- 
warding a letter from tho Rajah of Heemrana, I am directed by His Excellency tho 
Viceroy and Governor-General to refer you to tlio orders of Government, dated 4tli 


i 
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February last, No. 151, nud n • '-oei, '"'•itLij-! the tio o specified diereiii, you 

had received a reply or objeetioiu uu - ’l-e Neemrarr. Chief, and why the petition 
now returned and rejected was passea on by yon to Government, without allusion 
to the orders above quoted. 

I have, &c., 

H. M. DUBAND, 

Secy, to Govt, of India. 

No. 561, DATED Mount Aboo, the 23rd Mat, 1863. 

From Agent to Governor- General for the States of Rajpootana, to Political Agent, 

Ulwur. 

Sir, — I have the honor to forward copy of Colonel Durand’s letter, No. 241, 
dated 11th instant, and to request an early report whether the Neemrana Chief has 
been dulj'' made acquainted with the orders of Government, conveyed in the Assist- 
ant Secretary’s letter, No. 151, dated 4th February last, of which a copy was sent 
you with my Office docket No. 178, dated 21st February, and whether, within the 
period presenbed, any remarlcs or objections have been offered, or proposals made to 
you for a satisfactory settlement of the relations between Ulwur and Neemrana. 

I have, &c., 

G. St.P. LAWRENCE, 

Agent, Govr.-Genl., Rajpootana. 


(COPY. ) 

No. 52A, DATED Ulwur, the 21st October, 1861. 

FroiU Officiating Political Agent, Ulwur, to Agent to Governor- General for the States 

of Rajpootana. 


Sir, — W itli reference to the correspondence marginally noted, I have the 


Prom the Uader-Sceretdry to the Goverzimeiit of India, 
Foreign Department, to the Agent, Governor-General, Baj- 
pootana, No. 1911, dated 19th April, 1861. 

From do. do,, to do. do., No. 2166, dated 80th April, 1861. 
From the Agent, Governor-General, Rajpootana, to the Po- 
litioiil Agent, Ulwur, No. 312, dated 11th May, 1861, 


honor to submit for your in- 
formation copy of a note to 
my address from the Ulwur 
Council of Regency, together 
with a translation of it in Eng- 


«- 
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lish, on the subject ot the exact terms on ^^h^ch the relations of’Noomrana towards. 
Ulwur are proposed to be establisiied for the future.” 

2. The delaj which has taken place in submitting this paper has been caused 
partly by the necessity of my having frequent oral communications on the subject 
with the Regency Council, witli a view of getting them to modify some of the con- 
ditions set forth by them, and partly owing to the protracted absence of the Neem- 
rana Chief, who, I believe, is at present, and has been for some months, in 
Calcutta. 

I have, &c., 

(Sd.) G. HAMILTON, 

Offg. Political Agent. 
(True copy.) 

ULWtTB Political Agency : 'i G. HAMILTON, 

The 2nd Jxine, 1863. } Offg. Political Agent. 

No. 34A.-3P., DATED Ulwur, the 2nd Jtoe, 1863. 

From Officiating Political Agent^ TJlivur, to Agent to Governor- Gcfwal for the States 

of Rajpootana. 

Sir, — I have the honor to acknowledge tlio receipt of your letter. No. 561, of 

From Socrotary to Gorornraent of India, with tho Governor- 23rd ultimo, and its ac- 

Gonoral, to tho Agent, Govcmor-Gonernl, Rajpootana, No. 241, comnaniment noted in the 
dated lUh May, 1863. * ‘ ’ 

margin, calling for informa- 
tion as to whether the Noemrana Chief has been made acquainted with the orders 
of Government as conveyed in the Assistant Secretary to Government’s letter. 
No. 151, of the 4th of February last, sent to this Office “ for such observations as 
the Political Agent had to make,” ivithyour docket No. 178, of tho 21st of Febru- 
ary, and whether he has made any remarks, or raised any objections within tho 
period prescribed by Government. 

2. In reply I beg to inform you that, since assuming charge of this Agency 
in the end of March last, I have noticed the letter No. 151, before alluded to, witli 
a pencil note to this effect : “ Record in Office — no orders required and I took it 
for granted that my predecessor had made some arrangeraont, or that the question 
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had been disposed of during your visit to Agra, as suggested in the Secretary’s 
letter before referred to. Now, however, on making enquiry, -I regret to say that 
nothing appears to have been done in this Office in the matter ; at all events, I 
cannot find any letter in either the English or Persian Office bearing on the ques- 
tion of the Neemrana Chiefs relations of a subsequent date to the letter No. 151, 
from Assistant Secretary to Government, and conclude, therefore, that he has not 
been made acquainted with the orders of Government. 

3. With a view of saving all further loss of time, I have directed the Chief of 
Neemrana to be supplied with copies of all the necessary papers, including the 
Council of Regency’s note, dated 6fn July, 1861, and have given him clearly to un- 
derstand that any remarks or objections he may have to offer thereon must be sub- 
mitted within six weeks of the receipt of the papers ; failing which, the question of 
his relations with this State shall be considered as finally settled according to the 
terms of the Council of Regency’s note, and open to no further discussion. 


« No. 52A. of 1861. 


4. To ^ard against any misunderstanding which may hereafter arise regard- 
ing the date of the Regency Council’s note, stated in Assistant Seeretary to Gov- 
ernment’s letter No. 151, of the 4th of February last, to be of the 21st October, 
1861,.! have to explain that that is the date of this Office 
letter* forwarding the note from the Council of Regency of 
6th July, 1861, the delay in the submission of which was fully explained at the 
time, as will be seen by referring to that letter, copy of which is forwarded for faci- 
lity of reference. 

I have, &c., 

G. HAMILTON, 

Offg. Political Agent. 


No. 919, DATED Mount Aboo, the 10th August, 1863. 

From Agent to Governor-General for the States of Rajjjootana, to Political Agent, Ulwiir. 

SiRj — Adverting to your letter No. 34A.-3P., dated 2nd June last, I have 
the honor to request tliat you will report without delay whether the Rajah of Neem- 
rana has offered any remarks or objections since receipt of the necessary papers on 
the question of his relations with Ulwur. 

2. The period .of six weeks allowed by Government letter No. 151 must have 
some days ago elapsed. 

I have, &c., 

G. St.P. LAWRENCE, 
Agent, Govr.-Genl., Rajpootana. 
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Dated Calcutta, tub 3rd August, 18G3. 

From the Chief of Ncemrana, to Oficiating Political Agent, Ulwur. 

Mt Friend, — I have the honor to acknowledge tlie receipt of your letter 
dated 4th June, 1863, and its enclosures, which reached me on tlie 30th June last, 
and to state in reply that, after having forwarded through the Agent to Governor- 
General for Eajpootana my last appeal to His Excellency the Yieeroy, dated 13th 
April last, containing my humble sentiments and final propositions with reference 
to the Government decision on my case, I have since been waiting in earnest 
expectation of an answer thereto, but instead of any acknowledgment thereof, I am 
surprised to receive a certain order of Government on my case passed five months 
ago, and to be called upon to give answer tliereto within six weeks from tlie re- 
ceipt thereof. 

With reference to the above order, while I refer you for my answer to the said 
appeal, I beg to make tlie following obsen-ations, and to add two new propositions 
for the kind consideration of Government ; — 

The Government has passed final orders with reference to the Neemrana Eaj 
being a dependency of the Ulwur Eaj. It will institute no fresh enquiry and pass no 
furtlier orders, but it is willing to define the nature and character of that depend- 
ency, and In so doing allows me a voice. This I understand to be the purport of 
the Secretary’s letter above alluded to. It affords me a glimmering of hope, against 
my humble conviction, against the facts, reasoning, experience, and records on 
wliich that conviction is based, and against the opinion of neutral E.njpoot Chiefs, 
whom I had in one of my memorials pra^'ed Government to consult. The Govern- 
ment holds the supremacy of Ulwur over Ncemrana. I cannot help it ; it is useless, 
and it becomes not me to bandy words with the supreme power. The Govornment, 
however, thinks that Ulwur does not hold Neemrana under an ordinaiy Jagheer- 
daree tenure. If I were to fall in with Government view, I would have to keep 
out of view the iiregularity, injustice, and invaliditj'- (as adverted to in the 10th 
paragraph of my printed memorial of 1st November, 1861,) of the Uhnir grant 
under Lord Lake’s siinjiud, whereby the Ulwur claim upon the Neemrana territory, 
consisting of 41 villages, was fixed at the same cess which was payable to tlie 
Mahrattas, t;ur., Es. 8,684, and to take for granted that my ancestor Eajah Chiui- 
durban paid monies under tliat grant. I would also have to ignore the import of 
the Ulwur document granted in 1815, and the iwoof it affords of the giving up of 
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tljo villages tliorein named, any ‘rcsej'vation tuhatever ; also of tlie resignation 

of the claim under Loi’d Lake’s siainud as regards them. Could I make such con- 
cessions, or act as though I had made them, the proposal I would make would bo 
the pa^-mout of an aniiual sum to the Ulwur Durbar bearing the same ratio to the 
present income of the 15 villages now composing the Neomrana principality', as 
Rs. 8,G8 i bore to the income of the 41 villages which were formerly comprehended 
in that prineijndity.; so that, in consideration of such payment, the Ulwur Raj -would 
not tirgc any further claint or demand whatever on my principality. 

Now, as Government is resolved, ])erforce, to make Neemrana a dependency' of 
Ulwur, I submit for the considoi-ation of Government, in addition to the proposals 
contained in my said ajijieal of the 13th April last, the pro])osal as above set 
forth, vb : — 

1st . — That I pay & pro-rata tribute, as above estimated, in lieu of all the absurd 
claim.s advanced b}' the Ulwur Durbar. As regards reconciliation, I can never bo 
oi)poscd to it, provided it bo oficctcd without dishonor. The honor and respect -with 
Avhich my ancestors have been treated by the Ulwur Chiefs are due to the rank and 
position of ni}' family, as the authorities who have shewn the greatest bias against 
us have acknowledged. Any capricious deviation therefrom would bo regarded by' 
me as a deliberate insult, which I shall never be able to brook. If such new ar- 
rangements as have been proposed by the Ulwur Punchayot on the occasion of my 
reception be persisted in, I would r.athor there be no visits at all, than that there 
be even one to entail an insutl'crublc insult upon mo. 

2nd . — That if all that I have already said and now sa}’ in this letter be set at 
nought, I abdicate my principality on behalf and in favour of my brother Thakoor 
Bhcem Singh, whom I shall ask to hold Neemrana of Ulwur under such a Jagheor- 
daree tenure as the Government may choose to stipulate. 

The Report of the Ulwur Punchayot dated Gth July, 1861, above alluded to, sets 
forth in six Articles the alrsurd claims w'hich the Punchayot make upon Neemrana, 
and in the .seventh proposes the new arrangements of etiquette, or rather of insult, to 
be made on the occj'ision of my reception by the Ulwur Chief. My proposals above 
stated are my brief amswer to this Report. I proceed, however, to o.xplain my views 
in detail upon each of the Articles. 

1. The first statement, or rather proposition in the Report, is a gratuitous as- 
sumption which is sujiported by not even the shadow of a proof. If the furni.shing 
of the 48 horsemen and forces to the Ulwur Raj had been one of the condi- 
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tions on -which Neeinrana -was held by my ancestors, it must have been mentioned 
in the puttas and kuboolecuts of which so much is made by the XJlwur Durbar 
and Captain Beynon. Captain Hardcastle says : “ The copy of the putta relative 

“ to the grant of Neemrana, forwarded by the UIwur Bajah, and which was carefully 
“ examined with the original, nowhere makes any mention of the service of 50 
“ men and of the settlement of their wages, nor contains the word Jagheer, or the con- 
“ dition of being a fimnaburdar.” If the validity of the pictia of 1805 be assumed, 
and the document of 1815 be not considered to nullify its propositions, the only 
condition therein set forth is the payment of Ks. 8,68d, for which (as with the Mah- 
rattas) all claims were commuted. I h:ive no objection, as I have already stated, 
to make a pro-rata payment on account of the fifteen villages of my principality. 

2. The UIwur Punchayet support their claim on the Customs and Transit 
duties by the following statements : — Is^, .It is customary with all Jagheerdars not 
to take Transit duties ; 2nd, The collection of such duties by the UIwur Kaj 
w.as the prevailing practice ; in proof whereof they cite a hubooleeut alleged to 
have been executed by a Gomashta of Bajah Chundurban. I say, with reference 
to the first statement, that I and ray ancestors have never been Jagheerdars, and 
therefore tlie alleged custom is inapplicable ; with reference to' the second, that it 
is utterly false. Neemrana and its dependent villages never (except, possibly, dur- 
ing the period they were all but deserted and waste, and when anybody could do 
■with them as they liked) paid duties to Ul-wur. The Ueemrana records prove that 
during the last 48 years, and previous to 1805, when it was governed bj’- its own 
Chiefs, not a single coiorie on any account has been paid to UIwur. The Go- 
mashta’s kubooleeut must be eitlier a manufixetured exhibit, or tlie result of trickery 
on the part of Amlah ; there is no copy or trace of any .such document in the 
Neemrana serishta. The doubtful character, of this alleged instrument will clearly 
appe.ar by comparing its date (Exhibit 1. in Captain Beynou’s Beport), Sumbut 1877, 
with that of another document of an equally doubtful character, purporting to be a 
private note from Bajah Chundurban to one Saligram (Exhibit H. in the said 
Beportj, and co.ncerning which I have said something in paragraph 26 of my 
printed memorial of 1st November, 1861, which is 1876 Sxxmbut. In the former, 
the Neemrana Chief’s Gomashta is made to enter' into an agreement to pay duties ; 
in the latter, that Chief is made to express his grateful acknowledgment for .remis- 
sion of those duties by UIwur after an experimental collection of three months only. 
The claim to duties was thus established in 1877, although it was remitted in 1876 ! 
I need merely add, I do not admit the claim of UIwur to tlie duties, and I object 
to pay them. 
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3. The third proposition of the Pnnchayet is built on the alleged fact of UI\nir 
having once had Civil and CrirainaJ jurisdiction over Neemrana ; on Government 
Authorities having on two occasions referred Criminal matters connected with Neem- 
rana, in which Government was concerned, to the lute Rajah Bulwunth Singh of 
Tejara; on my father and grandfather having sent petitions to the Raj ; on our Vakeel 
Shah Ramdhun residing in Ulwur and submitting cases to that Durbar ; and on 
the Delhi Resident having in 1841 referred the Neemrana Chief to the Ulwur Raj 
for the adjudication of a dispute for which he liad applied to that authority. 

I reply seriatim : — 

Isi . — Ulwur had never any Civil or 'Criminal jurisdiction over Neemrana, 
except, perhaps, as before stated, during a period of desertion and anarchy. 

2nd . — ^TVhat might have led one Government official in 1831, and another in 
1832, to refer two Ncorarana Criminal cases to the Tejara Chief, I cannot say, at this 
distance of time ; but for two cases cited by the Punchayet I can, if required, set 
forth hundreds of similar cases with reference to which the Neemrana Chiefs were 
addressed by Government Authorities, viz., Residents, Agents, Commissioners, and 
Magistrates. Captain Hardcastle in his Report says : “ It is a well-established 
“ fact that the correspondence of the Agency witli the Neemrana Raj, like that of 
“ other independent Chiefs, has always taken place directly, witlrout the medium 
“ and interference of Ulwur.” 

3;’d. — My father and grandfather never sent petitions to the Ulwur Raj. The 
Neemrana serishta shows no copy of any such petition. Many letters in original 
from the Ulwur Chiefs addressed to my ancestors, and copies of those which the 
latter wrote to the former are forthcoming. They are such as equals write to each 
others and bear primd facie evidence of the impossibility of petitions having been 
presented to Ulwur by my ancestors upon any subject 

4:th . — Our Vakeel never resided in Ul^vur. The father of Shah Ramdhun, who 
was an inhabitant of Hursora, in the jurisdiction of that State, had certain allow- 
ances and lands assigned to him in Ulwur by the Cliief of tliat State ; and as he 
was also a Court favourite, he used generally to reside in Uhvur. On his death, his 
son continued to reside there also, until' the assignments to his family were capri- 
ciously witlidrawn. This Shah Ramdhun was an old acquaintance of our house and 
enjoyed its favor. He was chosen now and then by both Chiefs (Ulwur and Neem- 
rana) to bo tlie medium of communication on matters of dispute with reference to the 
two States, and which used to be amicably settled. He was not our Vakeel ; we had 
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no need u)‘ ■''' '' -i-.-r . .‘hi ^ ci *'^’irba,r. Our Vakeels, like ihose of 

other inde^iendu' ‘J'Ofts- ic ateno ~ji> ilu. A.gents, of which I can produce the 
most incontrovertible proofs Cupts’in Hardcastle testifies “ that, except for a period 
“ of six months in the time of Mr. Martin, the Neemrana Vakeels have for forty 
“ years been present at the Residency, and that all transactions between the Neem- 
“ rana Raj and Government have always taken place tlirough its Vakeels. I know 
“ not on what document Mr. Martin has relied when he indites these matters. Most 
“ probably, as he had then joined the Residency only for six or seven months, and was 
“ not well aware of the particulars ofthe principalities, the Tejara Vakeels took advan- 
“ tage of tliis circumstance, and by their dexterity and ingenious pleading might have 
“ procm-ed this letter. Mr. Locket, the Resident, some days after, reinstated the 
“ Neemrana Vakeel at tlie Residency as before.” I am glad the Punehayet has 
brought forward this instance of Shah Ramdhun, as it will serve to convince you (as 
it must any person capable and willing to judge fairly and without bias) how my 
adversaries have quibbled and distorted facts to serve their turn. Under the above 
circumstances, I do not admit the claim of Ulwmr to have Civil or Criminal jurisdic- 
tion over Keemrana : I therefore object to it. 

4. The Zemindars of Ueemrana and its dependent villages might, for aught 
I know, have paid nuzzurs to the Killadars of Uhvur during the time that the Neem- 
rana Chief was a refugee in Jeypore : they certainly never did when Neemrana 
was governed by its own Chiefs. I shall quote here what I said in paragraph 46 of 
my j)rinted memorial of 1st November, 1861 : — “ With respect to tlie fact, if it be 
“ one, relied on by the Vakeels of Ulwur, that ryots of Neemrana present nuzzurs 
“ to Ulwur, those who do so are holders of land in the Ulwur territory. Similarly, 
‘‘ ryots of Ulwur, on account of holdings in Neemrana, present nuzzw'S to your me- 
“ morialist. Moreover, your memorialist and his ancestors, by reason of their direct 
“ descent from Prithi Raj, tlie last Chohan and Hindu Emperor of Delhi, receive 
“ nuzzurs from the subjects of many Chiefs — ^not, however, therefore claiming their 
“ allegiance.” (See Tod’s Rajasthan, Volume II., page 451), I tlierefore object to 
this proposition of the Punehayet. 

5. The Punehayet finding the greatest difficulty to bring forward their claim 
for the establishment of their thannalis in Neemrana (inasmuch as it was clearly 
and repeatedly denied by Government Authorities), have attempted to build it on 
downright false statements and distorted facts. 

On the occasion of the military occupation of Neemrana, say the Punehayet, 
the Neemrana ryots complained against the former rule. I do not believe this ; 


but, gi’aiiting it, to be txaio, v.iicti -loos dll'; ainnnnt, 1o ? Uortam riycopbai^tfc or das- 
tards adored the rising be clotubog dir- setting sun, or perlifips certain malcontents 
and evil- doors, vdio %vinccd nndor Jic vell-knovv-n just rule of the Noomrana Oliicfs, 
gave vent te tlicir grief. Tlio late Sir Ilemy La 'n-onee was fiilly convinced of tlie 
wrongful conduct of Ulwur, as appears from the concluding portion of his order on 
Captain JIardcasllc’s roohaknvee : — “ It will also be stated that the Agent, Govemor- 
“ General, regrets that Ulwur troops were sent to Neenirana without his knowledge, 
and their oppressive conduct there.*’ Under this impression, he ought to have 
asked Ulwur to apologize to mo ; but instead of that, he desired mo to humiliate my- 
self before Ulwur. I of course refused to do so. He wished to refer the matter to 
Govoniment, but fo.ariiig lost, before the issue of Govorninent order, the two States 
might hostilely embroil thcm«elvos, he wrote to me, in repl}' to my letter informing 
him of my intention to leave his camp (where I had gone to seek justice) for Neera- 
rana, to celebrate the funci-al ceremony of my father, who was then recently dead, 
in the concluding paragrajih of his Icllcr of 10th March, 1857 : “ It is desirable 

“ that you should not return to Ncomrana ; you arc at liberty to reside anywhere 
“ else you please. If through your means any disturbances arise, you will have to 
“ answer for them.” Ihither than go to Hccmrana and be responsible for any event 
wliich miglit give umbrage to Government, I thougljt it prudent to sojourn at Bur- 
fihana, in British torritoiy. On the .spread of the Mutiny in tliat year, I felt my 
position, attended as I was with a few servants, utterly insecure, and considered it 
iny duty to protect my llunily and pi-incipalily. I therefore started for Neeinrana, 
encountered great hardships and dangers on the way, and being robbed and wounded 
in the village ofDhateer, in Zillali Goorgaon, by a band of pillaging villagers, return- 
ed to my Baj in the .«o7Tiost plight, and duly reported all these circumstances to the 
Agent, Govomor-Genoral, and other Government officials. Such is an unvarnished 
and truthful account of an event which has been distorted and coloured by the 
Punclia 3 'et. 

I never dreamt of any assistance from Toolavam of Rcwarce, nor did T harbour 
him or anj’ 6u.spicious charncters in Hccmrana. TJiis is an egi-ogionsly false state- 
tement, the hardihood and tho object of which o.xcito m}'^ utmost indignation. I 
know it has since the Slutiny been a common and feasible trick for evil-disposed 
persons to take revenge upon their enemy by trying to implicate him in some way 
in the rebellion, or at least to throw upon him some stigma in connection with it. 
Some such motive must have induced tho Puucluiyct to palm upon Government their 
present bold and wicked invention. Even in 1857, when I was in Neeinrana, reduc- 
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ing to order the confiision in -whicli the pnncipal.’ly sv-if. cast during my absence, as* 
persions on my loyalty were stealthily attempted tc l>o spread by creatures of TJlwur ; 
but fortunately, under tlie careful investigation of Major Eden, I was found not only 
perfectly innocent, but was deemed so far worthy of the confidence of Government 
that I was made the responsible custodian of Maha Eajab Subbul Singh, tlie grand- 
son of the late rightful heir of Joudlipore, whoso restoration to the sovereignty of 
that State the Marwarees have ever been contemplating and seeking an opportunity 
to accomplish. It is a notorious fact that in Neemrana guilt and crime have been 
promptly detected and visited with condign punishment. Budmashes and suspi- 
cious characters, therefore, cannot find a refuge there. 

So much for the reasoning which the Punohayet offers in proof of the necessity 
of establishing UIwur thannahs in Neemraim. As for the fact of such thannahshav- 
ing been once iuNeemrana, and Government Autliorities liavung admitted the claims 
of UIwur which are insinuated, though wMi palpable hesitation, I have only to quote 
from the letter of Major Thorcsby, Agent, Governor-General, Kajpootana, to the 
Eao Eajah of UIwur, dated 23rd May, 1845, when tlie latter made an' attempt to 
establish a thannah in Neemrana : — “ The establishment of thannahs in Neerarana for 
“ the cognizance of Fouzdaree matters belongs to the Neomrana Eajah, as it has 
“ hitherto appertained to his right, and he will be responsible for it. Eesides, the 
“ Neemrana Eajah belongs to a reputed and ancient family, and is nearly related to 
“you. He feels dishonoured on yoiu’ establishing thannahs; wherefore I write to 
“ you, tliat you should regard these matters, and order your people to act in the 
“ matter of thannahs agreeably to former practice.” The claim of UIwur to establish 
thannahs in Neerarana is utterly unfounded, and I refuse to acknowledge it. 

6. I have no objection to allow corn or any other produce of Neerarana being 
exported to Uhvur or anywhere else as articles of commerce ; but I object to fur- 
nish supplies to UIwur as a cess, simply because such a pretended claim is mere ex- 
tortion. 

7. The Puncl ayet, in the conclusiou of their Eeport, state what customary 
honors were due from UIwur to the Neemrana Chiefs, what reasons they have to 
abolish the old regime, and what new arrangements they propose to be established 
on tlie occasion of tlie reception of tliose Chiefs. The Pmichayet confess, in the first 
place (as they cannot but confess), that, on the occasion of Neemrana Eajahs going to 
UIwur, UIwur Chiefs used to give peshtoaee, — tliat, is to proceed in State to some dis- 
tance out of the city, to receive and conduct tliem to the lodging prepared for them, and 
that the Chief of the two States used to sit on the same jeenposh. This confession, 



apartfromali oilierfacts J. hs.vr^ to <<ddueedj proves indubitablythat tbelNeemiaiia 
Ohiefs could never have been tTagheerdars of (Jl'wur^ 'j3ie Punchayei have attempt- 
ed to weaken the force of this proof and to destroy its proper significance by alleging 
that honors shown to a Jagheerdar by his lord depend upon the pleasure of the 
latter and the conduct of tlie former. I admit it, but contend that no Jagheerdar, how- 
ever Iiigh his position may be, and however great the favour he may enjoy from his 
lord, over in one single instance had peshioaee, and was allowed to sit on the same 
jeenposk with his lord. No Eajpoot Chief has ever stooped to such condescension, inas- 
much as it would be a merger of difierence and formal declaration of perfect equa- 
lity between the two parties. The Punchayet is wrong in stating that there was 
pesimaee on two occasions ; it was on more than two, as records of the State will shew. 
I deem it meet to mention here the rules of etiquette in detail that used to be ob- 
served on occasions of the reception of Neemrana Chiefs, in one of which (during 
that of my father) I myself was present ; Jii'st, for the purpose of enabling you to 
judge whether a sovereign under any circumstance could observe them with refer- 
ence to his Jagheerdar ; and secondly, that you may know under what observances and 
rules I shall be willing to meet the Chief of that State in his own place. 

When the Eajah goes to Ulwur, the Chief of that place advances in State nearly 
two miles out of his palace to meet the Eajah j then they join hands whilst seated 
on elephants, which, moving exactly side by side, conduct them to the lodging pre- 
pared by the Chief for his guest. During their transit, each Chief has his chamurs 
and moorchuls waving over him, and nuhJcaras and nishans and otlier standards 
of each proceed in front. When the Neemrana Eajah reaches the lodging, he finds 
camps, canopies, &c., sent there by the Uhvur Chief, ready spread. The Ulwur 
Chief having then conducted the Eajah to his lodging, returns to his palace. On 
the first day of the Eajah’s arrival, he sends him through a Chobdar Es. 125, 
and about twenty or twenty-five pots of sweetmeats, and fodder for horses, ele- 
phants, and other beasts of burden. On the second day a person from the Ul- 
Avur Durbar arrives at the Eajah’s lodging, and takes a list of the articles of provision 
required, and sends them daily. Two or tliree days after, the Ulwur Chief comes to 
the lodging of the Neemrana Eajah, who receives him, advancing to the edge of the 
cloth where the musnud is spread, and, taking him by the hand,-they both sit side 
by side on the same giiddee, when they have their respective cliamim and moorchuls 
waving over them. Horses and other usual presents are then exhibited by the Eajah’s 
men, but the Ulwur Chief does not accept them. Uitiir andjpaion are given, and the 
Durbar breaks up. The Chief is conducted by the Eajah to the edge of the cloth. 

6 40 
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When the Feernrana Bajah returns lus visit to the TJlnair' Chief, his nukkam and 
nisJian reach as far as the deorliee of the palace. He alights from his conveyance at the 
place where the Uhvur Chiefs suivaree is usually placed. The IJl^vur Chief receives 
and dismisses him in the same manner as he was treated by the latter at his lodg- 
ing, tlie only difference being that the Neemrana Rajah accepts the presents which 
are placed before him. This he does by right of one of his ancestors having married 
the sister of Bukhtawur Singh. 

You will easily see from the above facts that the new arrangement for my re- 
ception proposed by the Puuchayet is but a mean and deliberate insult. I can give it 
no other designation, and wholly object to it. I propose that if I be required by 
Government to go to Uhvur, with a view to reconciliation, the same rules should be 
observed on my reception as have hitherto prevailed on occasions of the reception of 
my ancestors. I have only to observe that I would not mind sitting with the Ul- 
■nuir Chief on the same guddee, on the same jeenposh, or even on the same naked 
floor, provided we sit as equals. With reference to this point, as well as to tliat of 
sitting on tlie right or left, I have briefly to say that the Ulwur Chiefs treatment 
ought to be a reflex of what ho would receive when visiting me at my lodgfng in 
Ulwur ; and as to presents being only exhibited to him and received by me, I would 
propose that, if it be agreeable to the Ulwur Chief to ignore this my right on ac- 
count of the relationship above alluded to, I have no objection to it. Let there be no 
production of presents by any of us. 

I beg to conclude by stating that, if Government over-rule any one or all of 
my objections to the above propositions of the Ulwur Punchayet, I would pay, in lieu 
of all demands which Ulwur would thus be entitled to injilce on Feemrana, and of 
all its claims generally, an annual sum of money in the manner above stated. I re- 
quest that this my letter be considered by Government as a supplement to my ap- 
peal of the 13th April last. 

My present helpless condition has been the cause of the delay in forwarding 
this letter. 

I am, &c., 

(Sd.) 

Sovereign Chief of Feemrana. 

(True copy.) 

G. HAMILTOF, 

Offg. Political Agent. 



Ko. 50A.-8P., DATED UlWTJB, the 13th -kHGUST, 1863. 

From Officiating Political Agent, XJlvmr, to Agent to Govej’no^'- General for the States 

of Rajpootana. 


SiK, — I informed you in my No. 34A.-3P., of tlie 2fld of June last, that I had 


From Officiating Political Agent, Hlwur, to the Agent, Governor- 
General, Rajpootana, No. 62A., dated 21at October, 1861. 

From Agent, Governor-General, Rajpootana, to Political Agent, Ulwur, 
Docket No. 374, dated 14tli April, 1862, with Government letter, No. 
326, dated 4th April, 1862. 

From ditto to ditto. Docket No. 693, dated 26th June, 1862, with 
Government letter No. 549, dated llth June, 1862. 

From ditto to ditto. No. 878, dated 19th August, 1862, with Govern- 
ment letter. No. 726, dated 8th August, 1862, and despatch from the Se- 
cretary of State for ludia, No. 69, dated 30th June, 1862. 

From ditto to ditto. No. 62, dated 16th January, 1863. 

From ditto to ditto, Docket No. 97, dated 4th February, 1863, with 
Government Office memorandum, dated 9th January, 1863. 

Prom ditto to ditto. Docket No. 178, dated 2l8t February, 1863, with 
Government letter No. 151, dated 4th February, 1863. 

Prom ditto to ditto. No. 254, dated 7th March, 1863, with Government 
Office memorandum. No. 32, dated 24th February, 1863, and enclosures. 

From ditto to ditto, No. 661, dated 23rd May, 1863, with Government 
letter No. 241, dated llth May, 1863. 

Prom Officiating Political Agent, Ulwur, to Agent, Governor-Gene- 
ral, Rajpootana, No. 34A.-8P., dated 2nd June, 1863. 


directed the Neemrana 
Chief to be supplied with 
a copy of the TJhvur Re- 
gency Council’s note of 
the 6th July, 1861, set- 
ting fortli the conditions 
on which his relations 
with the Ulwur State 
were to be fixed, and 
also translations of such 
other papers as were ne- 
cessary for a right un- 
derstanding of the deci- 


sion of Government in his case, giving him at the same time distinctly to understand 
that any remarks or objections he had to make to the proposals of the Regency 
Council must he submitted ivithin six weeks of the receipt by him of these 


papers. 


2. I had some difficulty in finding out his address, but sent copies of the neces- 
sary papers through two channels, — one through his brother who is at Jeypore, and 
the other through a Neemrana official. 

3. Having received a reply, I have the honor to submit a copy of it for your 
information and that of His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor-General of 
India. 


4. As the Neemrana Chiefs reply is in English, I have directed a translation 
of it to be furnished to the Regency Council, and wiU forward any remarks they may 
have to make thereon io you hereafter, 

I have, (fee., 

G. HAMILTON, 

Offg. Political Agent. 
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3no. 53A.-9F.. DATED IJlws. Tras 17 xe August, 1863. 

From Officiating Potitical Agent j Uliaury to Agent to Governor- General for the States 

of Rajpootana, 

Sib, — In reply to your No. 919, of the 10th current, I have the honor to in- 
form you tliat the answer of the Neemrana Chief to the proposals of the TJlwur 
Eegency Council was forwarded to you with my No. 50A.-8F., of the - 13th 
August. 

I have, &c,, 

G. HAMILTON, 

OfFg. Political Agent. 


No. 979-60P., DATED Mount Aboo, the 21st August, 1863. 

From Agent to Governor- General for the States of Rajpootana to Secretary to Govern- 
ment of India, Foreign Department. 

Sib, — I have the honor to submit, for the information of His Excellency the 
Viceroy and Governor-General, copy of a letter from the Officiating Political Agent, 
Ulwui', No. 34A. -3?., dated 2nd June, in explanation of the delay which has 
arisen in replying to your letter of the 11th May last, No. 241. 

2. I have just received through Captain Hamilton a statement of the objections 
and remaks of the Neemrana Eajah to the terms proposed by the Eegency Council of 
Ulwur. Tins document being in English, a translation has been furnished to the 
Eegency, and I am now awaiting their rejoinder before submitting the matter for 
the final decision of Government. 

I have, &c., 

G. St.P. LAWEENCE, 

Agent, Govr.-Genl., Bajpootana. 


No. 1242, DATED Mount Aboo, the 12th Octobee, 1863. 

From Agent to Governor- General for the States of Rajpootana, to Officiating Political 

Agent, Ulwur. ~ 

Sib, — ^With reference to the proposed relations between Ulwur and Neemrana, 
I have the honor to request the early transmission of the rejoinder of the Eegency 
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Council promised in 'par agrajli 4. of your letter, Eo. SOA.-dl’. , of 13tlt August 
last. 

2. The settlement of this question jicithig been so long delayed, it tvill now be 
advisable to know the views of the Ulwur Chief himself in the matter ; but I beg you' 
will supply the necessary information without delay. 

I have, &c., 

G. St.P. LAWRENCE, 

Agent, Govr.-Genl., Rajpootana. 


No. 72A.-18P, DATED XJLtvTJB, THE 21sr October, 1863, 

From Officiating Political Agent^ TJlicur^ to Agent to Governor-General forilic Btaics 

of Rajpootana. 

Sib, — I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt this day of your No. 1242, 
of the 12tli instant, calling for the Council of Regency’s rejoinder to the objections 
and remarks made to their proposals on the subject of the future relations of the 
Neomrana Chief witli the Ulwur State, as submitted by him. 

2, In reply, I have to inform you that a translated copy of the Neemrana Chief’s 
objections was duly made over to tlie Regency Council, and they were called on to 
send in any remarks they might have to make thereon ; but as they failed to do so ^ 
up to tlie time wdien tlie Council was abolished, I could not communicate their views 
to you. 


3. I have addressed the Ulwur Chief, and have requested him, in compliance 
with the instructions conveyed in the 2nd paragraph of your letter under reply, to 
put mo in early possession of his own views on the subject, and I will communicate 
result to you the moment I receive a reply from him. 


I have, &c., 

G. HAMILTON, 

0%, Political Agent. 


41 
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. Ahsbaa iram'iox^C" • ! o itotf f'> >• >■' An-. Durboi “V. the Neemrana case, dated 

"ifl'JJei.tirrilHi i ^<>3, 

I received your /erter of tlio 2J'^I October last, intimating that a long Eng- 
lish letter had been received by yon in August lasffrom the Jaghoerdar of Eeem- 
rana regarding his future relations with Uhvur ; that a translation of it had been 
forwarded by you to the Council of Regency ; that a report had also been submitted 
by you to the Agent to the Governor-General for the States of Rajpootana ; that no 
reply having been sent from this State, you were desired by the Governor-General’s 
Agent to call for a reply j and that the reply so called for should be sent to you as 
early as practicable. 

In reply I beg to offer the following remarks : — The Jagheerdar’s letter con- 
tains nothing but frivolous excuses in the execution of Government orders i be- 
cause, when the Government had already decided the case, to offer constant remarks 
thereon was only troubling and intruding too much on Government. Conformably 
to the Government orders of the 14th December, 1860, the Political Agent of Ul- 
wur intimated to me that the Jagheerdar of Neemrana had become a Jagheerdar 
of Ulwur ; that he had requested that J agheerdar on the 12th December, 1860, to abide 
by the orders of Government and of the Governor-General’s Agent, and no longer 
to offer frivolous excuses in the execution thereof. The Political Agent, in the said 
intimation to that Jagheerdar, further remarked that his disobedience, besides bring- 
ing upon him no good results at the hands of the Ulwur State, will be deemed 
equally objectionable by Government. 

Alluding to the orders of Government, dated the 2nd of April, 1862, the Gov- 
ernor-General’s Agent has remarked, in his letter of the 11th April, 1862, that a 
final decision having been passed upon the case of Neemrana, the Government will 
take no more trouble of re-interference therein. Consequently, it became incumbent 
upon that Jagheerdar of this State to act like other Jagheerdars, and upon this State 
to look on him like other Jagheerdars of distinction ; but I am sorry to remark that 
the Jagheerdar has been unwisely resisting obedience to those orders for the passed 
three years. Had he presented himself to me like others of his rank, he would 
certainly have received all marks of dignity due to a Jagheerdar of rank. His fri- 
volous representations prove that he still considers the case undecided ; his passing 
three years without abiding by the Government orders of the 12th of December, 
18G0,frenders his conduct highly objectionable in the eyes of Government, and his 
case deserving no favourable attention from the State. 


( ) 

While from the veiy beginr-ing thit JagheeTda>* has inmiifesied so o:iuch resistance; 
and offered excuses in the execution of Go'-ermnent ordorSj finnre subordination 
can be little expected from him. 

With reference to the degrees ot distinction alluded to by this Jagheerdar, I 
would remark that dignities bestowed upon a servant are in proportion to the grati- 
fication he gives his employer ; so much so, tliat when a master is highly pleased 
with the conduct of his servant, ho might raise him to a rank equal to his own. 

I will therefore content myself by I'emarking that if this Jagheerdar cliooses to 
submit to me, like other J agheerdars of this State, and gains my approbation by 
good service, he shall receive marks of distinction similar to a Jagheerdar of high 
rank in my State. 

Ulwur Political Agency, (True translation.) 

Camp Te.tara: V G. HAMILTON, 

Tha 22nd Becemher, 1863. j 0% Political Agent. 


,No. 83A.-22P., DATED Camp via Ulwur, the 22nd December, 1863. 

From Officiating Political Agent, Uliour, to Agent to Governor- General for the States 

of Rajpootana, 

Sir, — Having, in compliance with instructions received from you, called on 
the Maha Rao Rajah of Ulwur for an expression of his views on the subject of the fu- 
ture relations of the Neemrana Chief with this State, I have now the honor to forward, 

for your information and that of Government, an 

* Of which a copy la enclosed. 

abstract translation of a note* which I -have just 
received from the Durbar, on the subject, from which you will see that the Maha 
Rao Rajah is willing to receive the Neemrana Chief on the same terms as he does 
other Jagheerdars of equal rank, and that the manner in which these men are re- 
ceived depends entirely on tlie way in which they discharge their obligations to 
the State. 

1 have, &c., 

V 

G. HAMILTON, 

Offg. Political Agent. 



From Agent to Govern- 


.i.TE£> Oa:!1F JUT’R'ABKa, THE 5TH FeBRTTART, 1864, 


From Officiating Political Agent, TJlwnr, No. 
60A.-8P., dated 13th August, 1863. 

To ditto, No, 1242, dated 12th October, 1863. 
From ditto. No. 72A.-18P., dated 2l8t October, 
1863. 

From ditto. No, 83A.-22P., dated 22nd Decem- 
ber, 1863. 


' Gene ot for the State’; of Rajpootana, to Secretary to Govern- 
ment uf India, Foreign Department. 

Sir, — In continnatioii of my letter, No. 979-60P., dated 21st August last, I 

liave the honor to forward, for the infor- 
mation of His Excellency the Viceroy 
and Governor- General in Council, copies 
of correspondence, as per marginal 
detail, regarding the endeavours which 
have been made to establish on a satis- 
factory footing the future relations between the Neemrana Eajah and the Ulwur 
Durbar. 

2. Tlie instructions of Government, conveyed in Mr. Assistant Secretary 
Wheler’s letter. No. 151, dated 4th February, 1862, were duly despatched on the 4th 
June last to the Neemrana Chief, together ivith a copy of the Regency Council’s 
note of the 6th July, 1861, which was prescribed as tlie basis of settlement. He 
was informed that such objections or remarks as he might wish to make on the note 
in question were to be submitted within six weeks from the date of its receipt. 

3. On the 3rd August last, the Chief sent in his reply, which forms the annexure 
to Captain Hamilton’s letter. No. 50A.-3P. It is in English, and a translation ■was 
furnished to the Regency Coimcil for their remarks. But that body, apparently in 
view of their impending dissolution, hesitated to pi’epare a rejoinder ; and as the 
matter remained unsettled on the accession of the young Rao Rajah of Ulwur to 
power, I deemed it right to obtain an expression of his OAvn views on the question, 
before submitting the case for the final decision of Government. 

4. The note of the Council, bearing date the 6th July, 1861, — not, as stated in 

Goveniment letter the 21st October, which is the 
Vide my letter, No. 1034-235, dated e x • t » i c 

31st October, 1861, irith Political date of Captain Impey s letter submitting it lor 

orders, -sets forth seven points as the terms on 
which tlie Neemrana Chief should in future be 
held as a dependency of Ulwur. The reply of the Neemrana Chief, dated 3rd 
August, 1863, wholly objects to every one of them. He refers for his answer to 
his last appeal, dated 13th April, 1862, to His Excellency the Viceroy, as contain- 
ing his sentiments and final propositions on the case. That appeal has been already 
returned and rejected by Government letter, No. 241, dated 11th May last. 
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5. Ho nO'^v adds two iurfbov proposals for tluj coiiPidcration of Govenimentj 
“ as Government is resolved per force to make Hoemrana a dcjjendoncy of Ulwur,” 
•as follows : — 


I.— Tliat lie should pay a pro-rala tribuio for the fiftcon villages now com- 
prising the Hecmrana prijicipalify “ in lieu of all the absurd claims advanced by 
the Ulwur Durbar,” and that there should be no visits or presents exchanged be- 
tween Ulmir and Ncemrana. 


II. — That, if all his appeals and protests arc set at nought, he will abdicate bis 
principality on behalf of and in favor of his brother, Thakoov Bheem Singh, whom 
he will ask to hold Hcemrana of Ulwur under such Jaghcerdaree tenure as the 
Government may chooso to stij)ulatc. 


6, The reasons assigned l)y the Ncemrana Jaghoerdar for objecting to all and 
each of the terms proposed for his acceptance are merely a re-production of the 
arguments adduced in his printed memorial to prove the entire independence of his 


* Governmont letter, No. 32G, dnted 
4th April, 18G2. 

Ditto, No. 549, dated 11th Juno, 
liC2. 


principality. Those arguments have been fully dis- 
cussed in my despatch to Governmont, No. 83-7P., 
dated 1st February, 1862, which, after receiving 
the best consideration of the Governor- General 


in Council, were hold* to show no causo for re-opening this question in any form or 
before any tribunal. 


The total rejection of tho Ulwur proposals appears only anotlier attempt to 
maintain, with persistent obstinacy, his equality with and independence of that State, 
about which so much has been already written on both sides. It is needless to 

• rtidla omoc Dc-ipatch, No. 59, <Po. trespass on tho time of His Excellency with 
Utical,) dated 30th Juno, 1862. further comments. Moreover, tlie Bight Hon’ble 

tlie Secretary of State* has enjoined that this question is not again to be re-opened. 


’ 7. The rejoinder of the Ulwur Durbar states that the Jagheerdar’s reply con- 

tains nothing but frivolous excuses in the execution of Government orders. After 
noticing the long-continued recusancy of this noble, tho Bao Bajali observes : “ Had 
he presented himself to me like others of his rank, ho would certainly have received 
all marks of dignity due to a Jagheerdar of rank that dignities bestowed on a 
servant are in iiroportion to the gratification given to his employor; and that, “ if this 
iTagheerd.ar chooses to .submit to me, liko other Jagheerdars of this State, and gains 
my approhaliou by good service, he shall receive mai’ks of distinction similar to a 
Jagheerdar of high rank in my State.” 
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8. His Exceilency 'n'ili lecollect that, eroi since the decision of Government 
on this case vas convej^ed in your Office despatch, No. 4616, dated 4th October, 
1860, the Ncemrana Chief has acted a refractor}^ and contumacious part. He has 
endeavoured, in spite of those orders, to maintain stoutly his independence of Uhvur, 
by a passive resistance to his oivn Government, and a disregard to the advice and 
remonstrances of the British officers who have had to deal with him. 

His refusal to come to any terms whatever, or own his allegiance to Ulwur, led ' 
Government letter. No. 1911 , doted Government to allow the Durbar to coerce him by 
19th April, 1861 . force of arms, and to compel compliance on the 

points on which It was evaded. The force sent for this purpose effected the peaceful 
occupation of Neemrana, and the estate was temporarily confiscated. But mean- 
while the Chief himself had quitted his home and proceeded to Calcutta, whence he 
has submitted a series of petitions and appeals, but never returned to Neemrana. 
From first to last he has defied all attempts at coming to any amicable adjustment 
of the terms of his allegiance, and now, in an unbecoming and indignant tone, re- 
asserts his independence, and proposes either the payment of a tribute in lieu- of all 
further claims and demands or the abdication of his principality in favor of his 
brother, Thakoor Bheem Singh. 

9. The action of the Ulwur Durbar towards this intractable Chief has been 
throughout forbearing and conciliatory. The terms proposed by the Uhyur Council 
in their note are, in my opinion, most fair and reasonable, — only stipulating for 
those rights and privileges which the Durbar usually claims and expects from 
all its feudal Barons. Withrespectto the ceremonies observed at interviews, the pre- 
sent appeal admits that “ honors shown to a Jagheerdar by his lord depend upon 
the pleasure of the latter and the conduct of the former;” and it cannot be expected 
that the Neemrana Chief should be received, after his past misconduct, with the same 
high honors accorded him in the time of Maharajah Bunnee Singh, or that the 
“ Ulwur Chief’s treatment ought to be a reflex of what he would receive when 
visiting me at my lodging in Ulwur.” 

10. Considering the determined refusal of the Neemrana Chief to comply with 
the decision of the British Government or with the demands of the Ulwur Durbar, 
and the failm’e of all negociations to effect an amicable arrangement (as he will not 
listen to reason or admit his dependence), I see no course open but to recommend 
that the note of the Eegency Council, dated 6th July, 1861, be authoritatively and 
finally accepted as the exact terms on which the future relations between Ulwur 
and Neemrana shall be estabhshed, and that the Neemrana Hajah, Ishree Singh; 
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sTiould be informed that it is optional with iiim to accept terms oi abdicate in 
favor of his brotlicr, Tliakoor Blieem Singh, but that iii eitiiei case the Jagheerdar 
of Neemrana must return to his estate and pay his respects to the Ulwur Chief 
within one year from the date of the final orders of Government; failing which, the 
ITeemrana Chief will be held as lapsed to Ulwur, and Government will no longer 
interfere in the matter. 

I have, &c., 

G. H. LAT\^RENCE, 

Agent, Govr.-GcnL, Rajpootaua. 


No. 279, DATED Fort William, the 10th March, 1864. 

From Secretary to the Government of India^ Foreign Department, to Agent to Governor- 

General for the States of Rajpootana. 

Sir, — I am directed to reply to your letter, No. 172-8P., dated 5tli February, 
submitting copies of correspondence regarding the endeavours which have been made 
to establish on a satisfactory footing the future relations between Neemrana and 
Ulwur. 


2. You were required in February, 1863, to 


• Isi — To furnish 20 horseraon, tho full nnmher required by 
Ulwur custom being 48. 

2nd . — All Customs and Transit duties, with exception of cer- 
tain petty dues, to bo paid to Ulwur. 

Zrd ' — Civil and Criminal Administration, and all boundary 
disputes, &o., to be under Ulwur. 

Wi — On stated occasions, Neemrana Zemindars to present 
nuzzura to Ulwur Killadaia and Tebseoldars. 
hth . — Ulwnr to have a (hannah in Neemrana. 

Qth . — Neemrana to furnish supplies to Ulwur. 

^th . — Neemrana to be received at Ulwur as tho highest Chief, 
but tho Peishwa, &o., to be somewhat reduced, as a punishment 
for his refractory spirit. 


fully considered. 


inform the Neemrana Chief that 
the question of his allegiance 
and subjection to Ulwnr hav- 
ing been finally settled, could 
never be re-opened ; that the con- 
ditions of his tenure would now 
be authoritatively settled on the 
basis of the proposals’^ of the 
Ulwur Regency ; and that it 
was open to the Chief to make 
any objections, which would be 


3. The Thakoor, in his reply, forwarded with your letter under acltnowledgment, 
goes over the proposals of the Dmrbar seriatim, and objects to every one of tliem, 
urging chiefly the arguments brought forward in his memorial of 1861. He pro- 
poses, if his objections are over-ruled, one of two courses : — 


Ist. — That he should pay a tribute in lieu of aU tlie conditions proposed by the 
Uurhar, and that the tribute should bear the same proportion to the Es. 8,648 which 
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!iis ancestors paid to the Malirattas as his present possessions bear to the 42 villages 
Tvliich constituted the 'original estate. 

2nd . — That he be allowed to abdicate in favor of his brother, Thakoor Bheem 
Singh, who may hold the State as a Jagheer on any terms that may be determined 
by Government. 

4. If he is to go to Ulvmr for the adjustment of the case, he claims to meet the 
Maha Eao Eajah on terms of strict equality. 

5. The Durbar, in their answer, malte no detailed reply to the Chiefs objections 
to tlie terms proposed in 1861 ; they merely state that, if tho Chief submit and do 
his duty like any otlier Jagheerdar, he will receive all the honor 'due to his rank. 

6. Considering the determined obstinacy of the Neemrana Chief, you remark that 
you see no course open but to recommend that the note of the Eegency Council, 
dated 6tli July, 1861, be authoritatively and finally accepted as the exact terms on 
which the futm-e relations behveen Ulwur and Neemrana shall bo established, and 
that the Neemrana Eajah, Ishree Singh, should be informed that it is optional with 
him to accept tliose terms or abdicate in favor of his brother, Thakoor Bheem Sinoh > 
but that, in either case, the Jagheerdar of Neemrana must retinrn to his estate and 
pay his respects to tho Ulumr Chief within one year from tho date of the final or- 
ders of Government j failing which, the Neemrana fief will be held as lapsed to 
Ulwur, and Government will no longer interfere Avith tho matter. 

7. His Excellency in Council desires mo to state that there would now seem no 
other course left, short of leaving tlie Thakoor to the mercy of Ulwur, than that 
proposed by you. His Excellency in Council accordingly sanctions your proposal 

I have, '&c., 

H. M, DUEAND, 
Secretary to the Govt, of India. • 


No, 354, DATED Camp Chundaavdl, the 17th Maech, 1864. 

From Agent to Governor- General for the States of Rajpootana, to Political Agent^ Ulwur, 

Sir,— I n transmitting, for your information and guidance, copy of Govern- 
ment letter of 10th cuiTent, No. 279, sanctioning my proposal (to which It replies) 
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for the final settlement of the future relatione bot-ween 'rr>Tur and H:-emfans, I 
have the honor to request that you furnish the iNeerniana Ohicf Isbree Singhs 
•with a copy, both in Euglisli and. Oordoo, for Ins infoiii'aiion. 

2. You ■trill furthermore communicate tire fiovernment decision to Hie 
Highness the Maha Kao Kajah of UIiyuTo 


I have, &fc.; 

a H. LAWRENCE, 

Agent, Govr»-Genl. Eajpootna. 


Dated Calcutta, tee 15th Apeil, 18G4. 

From the Chief of Ncemrana, io Officiating Agent to the Governor-General for the 

States of Rajpootatia, 

My Peiehd, — Permit me to congratulate you on your temporary appoint- 
ment to a post whence you will sway the destinies of Rajpoot Princes. May I 
presume to ask of you to examine the papers relative to my forlorn case in your 
serishta, and tc take such step.s with reference thereto as may be dictated by pity 
towards the unfortunate scion of Prithi Raj, who is the'victira of the greatest injustice 
and oppression that have ever been inflicted on any Prince in India, and who has for 
the last three years been vainly seeking for redress of his grievance from the British 
Government ? 

I now beg to forward herewith a memorial, dated 15th April, 1864. I request 
tiie favor of your submitting it to Government, and communicating to me the result 
thereof. 


I remain, &c., 

xm\ 

Sovereign Chief of the Principality and State of Neetnrana. 
43 



To 


( 166 ) 

The Hiqht Hon'bIiK Sir JOHN LAIRD ]\IAIR LAW’^RENCE, Bart., K. 
C, B., K. S. L, Viceroy anb Governor-General of India in Council. 

The Memorial of Ra.tah Ishree Singh Bahadoor, 
Sovereign Chief of the Principality and 
State of Neemrana in Rajpootana, 

Showeth, — Your momoriallst belongs to tbe most ancient dynasty of Rajpoot 
Princes, and is the direct lineal descendant of Pritlii Raj, the last Hindu Sovereign 
who sat upon the throne of Delhi, and has hitherto been enjoying all the honors and 
privileges of an independent Chief and Sovereign. 

Bordering upon the ancient principality of ISTeemrana is the modem State of 
Dhvur, whose Chiefs, following their well-known propensity to usurpation, had from 
time to time attempted to encroach upon the rights of your mem orialist’s ancestors, 
whom, however, the shield of British power (until the event presently mentioned) 
ever protected from injury. When in 1859 Major Eden, Political Agent at Eajpoo- 
tana, arrived in Ulwur, he, at the request of Captain Impey, Assistant Political Agent 
at Ulwur (the Ulwur Chief being then a minor), deputed Captain Beynon, his 
Secretary, to investigate an unfounded and absurd claim of the Ulwur Durbar to 
regard your memorialist as his Jagheerdar. 

Captain Beynon came to Ulwur, and, in conjunction with Captain Impey, drew up 
a Report, dated 18th November, 1859, based on fiilse assumptions and misrepresenta- 
tions, whereby he supported the claim of tbe Ulwur Chief. That Report, being 
endorsed by Major Eden, was submitted by him to the Governor-General as an 
enclosure to his letter, dated 17th August, 1860. The Governor-General acquiesced 
in and adopted the views of Major Eden. 

On the 12th December 1860, Captain Impey sent for your memorialist at 
Kurneekote, and there handed him a note to the effect that, agreeably to the order of 
the Governor-General, your memorialist was to acknowledge himself a Jagheerdar of 
Ulwur, and verbally explained to your memorialist that he must for the future hold 
himself to be a subordinate and dependent of Ulwur. Your memorialist replied that 
he and bis ancestors had never been in such a humiliating position ; that the 
Neemrana and Ulwur Chiefs had all along behaved to each other as equals ; and that 
your memorialist could not submit to the ncAV state of things juoposed. The Agent 
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tlien said : “ If )^ou do not submit to these terms, the Uhnir Cliief tvill be em- 
powered to take possession of your principaJity, and lie will do with you as he 
likes.” Thus the Agent, leaning to the side of Ulwur, paid no regard to the im- 
memorial rights and privileges of your meraorialisl. 

On the 26th December, 1860, your memorialist presented a petition to Govern- 
ment, representing his case. 

On the 5th January, 1861, your memorialist called upon General Lawrence, to 
whom your memorialist personally represented the grievances inflicted upon him, and 
endeavoured to convince that officer of the erroneous character of the conclusion 
arrived at in respect of the pretensions of the Ulwur Durbar. Your memorialist re- 
mained with the General for about a month .and a half, who, however, not only turned 
a deaf ear to the remonstrances of your memorialist, but sent him a note to the effect 
that, if your memorialist did not quit his (the General’s) camp, he would be driven 
away by force. Upon receipt of that insulting message, your memorialist, having no 
alternative, set out on his return to his principality. Hearing that the Ulwur force 
was marching against him, your memorialist left Heemrana for Calcutta, having inti- 
m.ated to the Political Agent his intention to do so, for the purpose of personally 
laying his grievances before the Governor- General. Your memorialist urgently re- 
quested the Political Agent to protect his principality and his family from the 
aggression of the Ulwur force. 

While your memorialist was en route to this city, the Ulwur force, on the 22nd 
March, 1861, came down upon Ncemrana, jflundored his fort, took possession of all 
your memorialist’s property therein contained, set guards over the zciiana^ robbed his 
subjects, and has ever since retained military occupation of the principality, with 
the sanction of the Political Agent. 

Your memorialist, although secure of the cordial sympathy of all the Oliowhan 
Eajpoots and of many Eajpoot Princes, nevertheless thought it prudent and loyal 
to refrain from even a show of resistance to the hostile proceedings and usurpation 
of Ulwur. Thus, by the forbearance of your memorialist was avoided bloodshed and 
wide-spread political disturbance, which must have resulted from the assumption of 
an attitude of opposition on the part of your memorialist in defence of his undoubted 
ancient rights. 

Your memorialist believes that never was injury so wantonly inflicted on any 
Prince under the benign protection of the British Government as your memorialist 
has been subjected to. 
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On or about March, 1861, your memorialist arrived at Calcutta, and on the 10th 
June presented a memorial to Government, praying to be furnished with the Reports 
of tho Agent on which the Government order was based. Your memorialist was, on 
the 13th June, furnished with the Reports of Captain Boynon and Major Eden. 

Your memorialist presented a memorial to Government, dated 1st November, 

1861, a printed copy of which is herewith submitted, giving a detailed account of his 
case, pointing out the erroneous and distorted statements in the Reports, and praying 
for justice. 

After the lapse of some months, your memorialist received a Persian letter from 
General Lawrence, informing your memorialist that his memorial of tho 1st November 
had been sent to the General by Government, and that, under orders from Govern- 
ment, until your memorialist retuimed to his place (Ncemrana), the transmission of 
memorials to Government would be of no avail, and that all statements must be sent 
to His Excellency the Governor-General through him (the Agent). 

Your memorialist replied to the aboA^e communication on the 27th February, 

1862, to tho effect that, so long as Nccim-ana was in the military occupation of TJlwur, 
your memorialist could not look upon that place as his own, and could not therefore 
return to it; that he had come to seek justice from the Viceroy, who, through the 
Foreign Secretary to Government, intimated to your memorialist (by a letter, dated 
24th June, 1861) that Government would receive memorials from him direct, but 
would reply through the Agent. 

On the 5th April, 1862, your memorialist presented a memorial to Government 
stating the aboAm circumstances, and prayiug that the memorial of 1st November, 

1861, be taken into consideration ; that such order be passed as might be right and 
proper, or, if such course could not be adopted in consequence of the delay of the 
Agent to make his reply to, or report upon, the statements and charges set forth in 
the memorial, that the Government require his reply to be made. 

Your memorialist received, on tlie 4th May, 1862, a Persian document from the 
TJlwur Political Agent, dated 21st April, 1862, simply informing your memorialist 
“ that the Governor-General, after consideration of the memorial of the Neemrana 
“ Rajah, has passed an order that there is no necessity for interfering AAutb the order 
formerly passed on the case.” Your memorialist also received on the 12th May, 

1862, anotlier Persian document through the Agent, Governor-General, Rajpootana, 
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dated 29th April, 1862, informing your tnemorialist that the Groyemor-Greneral sees 
no reason to make a second investigation of the Neemrana Bajah’s case, and has 
directed that when the Neemrana Rajah returns to his principality, he (the Agent) 
will endeavour to adjust the dispute between JSTeemrana and Ulwur agreeably to 
former orders. 

Whereupon your memorialist addressed a letter to Government, dated 29th May, 
1862, of which letter the following is an extract: — ‘‘Bowing, as I must do, to the 
“ sentence which consigns my hereditary principality to degradation and myself and 
“ family to beggary, I am entitled in mercy, if notin strict justice, to some answer in 
“ detail to the many substantial grounds, the proofs of error and misconduct, the 
“exposition of false reasoning and disengenuous reference contained in my memo- 
“rial of 1st hlovember, 1861 and your memorialist accordingly asked, forthe pur- 
pose of laying his case at the foot of Her Most Gracious Majesty, the favor of being 
furnished with information in detail how the grounds of that memorial had been 
answered or met. 

With reference to the just quoted letter, your memorialist received a communica- 
tion from the Agent to the Governor-General, dated 19th June, 1862, informing 
him that the Government had communicated to the Agent your memorialist’s letter. 
No. 549, dated 11th June, 1862, to the effect that, “since the Rajah wishes to send 
“ his memorial to the Secretary of State, there is no objection to his doing so, but 
“the Governor- General of India sees no necessity for it. ” 

Agreeably to the above permission, your memorialist drew up a memorial tc 
Her Majesty the Queen, dated 8th December, 1862, and submitted it to Govemmeni 
through the Foreign Secretariat. 

V 

After many months, your memorialist again received a communication from th( 
Agent, Governor- General, informing him that your memorialist’s case having beer 
laid before the Secretary of State, he had confirmed the decision of the Governmen 
of India that Neemrana is a dependency of Ulwur, and prohibited any second inves< 
tigation of the case being made, but that whatever rules and customs of etiquetb 
had prevailed between Neemrana and Ulwur, the same should be carefully preserved 

The Agent further observed that, “ as the Secretary of State has finally passec 
“ his order in the matter of not hearing your case, how can this memorial be sent t( 
“ Her Majesty, and for this reason the memorial and its enclosures have been for 
“ warded to me with a letter from the Government of India, No. 1212, dated 23rc 
“ December, to the effect that the memorial and its enclosures be returned to you. ’ 
4 ' 44 
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3’'our memorialist, on receiving back his memorial to Her Majesty, addressed a 
letter to Government, dated 4tli February, 1863, and subsequently a duplicate (for 
reasons therein stated, dated 13th April, 1863, setting forth, amongst other things, 
“ Whereas the Government had submitted to the Hon’ble the Secretary of State 
“ a report of my case, and the Government decision Vi^as confirmed according to the 
“ general routine of business-; but the Secretary of State had no opportunity of 
“ hearing what I had to say against that decision and your memorialist prayed 
that your memorialist’s appeal to Her Majesty the Queen be forwarded to its desti- 
nation, agreeably to the previous order of Government. Your memorialist further 
submitted by that letter as his final appeal (to which your memorialist prays that 
your Excellency may be pleased to refer) certain humble propositions for the consi- 
deration of Government. 

Your memorialist has not received any notice of his last appeal, but, on the 4th 
June last, was furnished with a letter from Captain Hamilton, Political Agent at 
Ulwur, wherein he Informs your memorialist that, agreeably to the purport of a let- 
ter from the Secretary to the Government of India to the address of the Agent, 
Governor- General, No. 151, dated 4th February, 1863, no further investigation 
would be made in the Neemrana matter ; that orders as to the details of the conditions, 
according to custom, under which your memorialist is to be the Jagheerdar of Ulwur 
not having been passed, the settlement thereof agreeably to the Punchayet of Kaj 
Ulwur’s Report, dated 6th July, 1861, would now be made witli the sanction of 
Government ; and with that view a copy of that Report was sent to your memorialist, 
requesting him to forward to the Ulwur Agency any objections he (your memorial- 
ist) might have against those conditions within six weeks, which would be duly 
considered by Government, and final orders passed on the subject. 

Your memorialist forwarded a letter to the Political Agent, Ulwur, dated 3rd 
August, 1863, stating his objections to the Ulwur Punchayet’s Report, and adducing 
proofs that the very attempt to arrange the details required exposed the absurdity 
of the Ulwur claim. 

It is now twelve months since the last appeal to Government and eight months 
since the letter respecting the details of etiquette were forwarded, but your memo- 
rialist has received no reply to either of them as yet. 

Your memorialist, witli much respect, cannot but express his honest conviction that 
he is the victim of an enormous injustice. Your memorialist’s loyalty is well known 
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to your Excellency personally, inasmuch as, in the days of the late Mutiny, your 
memorialist was deemed by your -Excellency so far worthy of your Excellency’s 
confidence that yoiu' Excellency selected your memorialist to be the responsible 
custodian of Maharajah Subul Singh, grandson of the late rightful heir of Jodhpore, 
whose restoration to the sovereignty of that State the Marwarees had ever been 
contemplating, and seeking an opportunity to accomplish. That trust, your memo- 
rialist submits, he has preserved in its integrity. 

Your memorialist therefore presumes to request of your Excellency in Council 
that your Excellency will, in^ consideration of that loyalty, and of the very great 
hardship and privation which your memorialist in Calcutta and his family at Eeem- 
rana have been suffering for the last tliree years, condescend to examine your memo- 
rialist’s case personally. Your memorialist makes this prayer in the conviction that, 
under the auspices of your Excellency’s rule, routine is never allowed to paralyze 
justice. 

In tlie event of your Excellency in Council seeing any objection to interfere 
with orders heretofore passed on your memorialist’s case, yojir memorialist farther 
prays tliat his letter to Government, dated 13th April, 1863, and to the Political 
Agent at Ulwur, dated 3rd August, 1863, be considered and replied to. 

Lastly, your memorialist prays that, if any decision favorable to your memorialist’s 
views, as set forth in the above letters, cannot be come to, your Excellency in Council 
wdll be pleased to iufoi’m your memorialist whether your memorialist may yet be 
permitted to forward through this Government his memorial to Her Majesty the 
Queen. 


Since writing the above, your memorialist has received a Persian communication 
„ , „ . . from Major Hamilton, Political Agent 

From tho Agent, Governor-Qoneral, Rajpootnna, to •' -j.! 

klajor G. Hamilton, Political Agent, Ulwur, No. 364, at Ijlwur, dated 2nd April, Iboi, With 

lated 17th March, 1864. enclosures noted in the margin. This 

communication conveys the order of Government on the letter above mentioned 
respecting the details of etiquette. 

Your memorialist begs to observe, with reference to the marginally noted 

letter of the Secretary to the Gov- 

From Sccretarr to the Government of India, to tho /• t j- .c 

l^gont. Governor-General, Uajpootana, No. 279, dated ernment of India, that your 

loth March, 1864. memorialist objected to every one of 

the insulting terms proposed by tho Ulwur Punchayet, because every one of 
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Ihem is fairly open to the most serious objections; that your memorialist has. 
not. in objecting to those terms, urged chiefly the arguments brought forward 
in his nfemorial of 1861. Your memorialist adduced many new facts, sup- 
ported b’-' unimpeachable testimony, reference having been made' incidentally to 
those statements in his .above memorial which have not, to his knowdedge, been, 
contradicted, and wliieh have an intimate bearing upon the matters objected to. 
Secondly, th.at, in the event of your memorialist’s objections being over-ruled, your 
memorialist requested that, besides the two courses quoted in the Secretaiy’s letter, 
your memorialist’s other proposals in his appc.al of the 13th April, 1863, be taken 
into consideration, which, it woidd appear, has not yet been haid before Government, 
or taken any notice of. Thirdly, that the Agent, Govemor-General, has been pleased 
to construe your memorialist’s reasonable protest against the acceptance of the degrad- 
ing and humiliating proposals of the Ulwur Punchayet, into “ determined obstinacy,” 
and on that accoimt, — that is, because your memoriahst refuses to be a slave, be your 
memorialist’s objections sound or unsound, foimded on fact or otherwise, — recommends 
Government that the note of the Regency Couneil,dated 6tli July, 1861, be authorita- 
tively and finally accepted as the exact terms on which the future relations between 
Neemrana and Uhvur shall be established, and that your memorialist should be inform-, 
ed that it is optional with your memorialist to abdic<ate in favor of his brother. Your 
memorialist thinks it of little moment whether the Rcgeney Council’s note be 
accepted or not, because it arranges only the details of the terms of sl.avcry to which 
GoA'ernment would consign your memorialist by one of its former orders. Your 
memorialist had, since the day he left Neemrana for Calcutta, made up his mind to 
leave it for ever in case such cruel orders be passed. He cares not for his life or per- 
sonal comforts, but, in anxiety for the protection of the female and infantile members 
of his family, he had proposed to .abdic.ate on behalf of his brother, Thakoor Bheem 
Singh, in the hope of prevailing upon him (to whom the guddee under any condi- 
tions will be a new and unexpected gift, not an ancestral right) to accept Heemrana 
as a Jagheer of Uhvur ; but the Agent, Governor-General, in a spirit of vindictiveness 
(which it is difficult to account for), would not afford your memorialist tliis relief, 
if your memorialist understands him to set down as a condition that your memo- 
7'ialist should prostrate his honor before the Ulwur Durbar ! If your memorialist 
could have sacrificed this heritage of his ancestors, why has he been troubhng Gov- 
ernment and undergoing hardships for the last three years ? This strange recom- 
mendation has been hastily sanctioned by Government. The bitter cup of your 
memorialist’s affliction has been filled to the brim. 
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Tour 'voor iW'cJkncy • > '.r- -u '-I’l ha rlpascd iC pass an 

order on liis upDf-: ' t i-it* Apnl^ J8l33j'_i'' / > .••• i-’ '>>■’ v :<• 'infavorable 

cliaracter as the o>'**'r- passed, then in u t'omi j-'nr /ul -■.■h ui'i is above 

requested, wlietlior juiir tnomorialist mas yet h-e peiinitfic’ ’< fo^i’^'ard . tnrough this 
Government, liis memorial t-' Her Muiesty the Queer > 


Calcutta : 

The I5th April, 18G4. 


] 


' sCi 

Sovercigii Chjof of Neenirana. 


Dated Calcutta, the 30rn July, 1864. 

Froin the Chief of Neemrana, to Agent to the Governor- General for the States of JRaj- 

pootana. 

My Pbiend, — Not liaving as yet received any aclaiotviedgmcnt of my letter 
of the 15th April last, I am most anxiously -waiting for a reply. I request the 
fiivor of your informing mo -with the result of my memorial of the above date, which 
I had the honor of forwarding to you for submission to Government. Beckoning 
upon your sympathy for the misfortune of the most wronged and yet most guilt- 
less Prince that ever was born in India. 

I remain, &c., 

Seal. 

Sovereign Chief of Neemrana. 


Ho. 476. — Dated Simla, the 12th September, 1864. 

JFrom Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department, to Officiating Age^ittc 
Governor- General for the States of Rajpootana. 

Sir, — With reference to tho correspondence terminating -with my letter, 
No. 279, dated 10th March, to the address of General Lawrence, respecting the 
relative positions of Ulwur and Neemrana, I am directed by tlie Govei-nor-Genora 
in Comicil to fonvard a copy of a despatch from Her Majesty’s Secretary of State 
No. 44, dated 30th July, and to request that 3^11 will re-consider the case with re- 
ference to tho instructions of the Secretary of State. 

I have, &c., 

H. M. DUBAND, 
Secy, to the Govt, of India. 


2 


45 


( 174 ) 

(COPY.) 

No. 44, Dated India Office, London, the 30th July, 1864. 

From Secretary of State for India, to His Excellency the Right Hon’hle the Governor- 

General of India in Council. 

Sir, — I have considered in Council the letter of your Excellency’s Govern- 
ment, No. 62, dated 14th April last, respecting the relative positions of Ulwur and 
Neemrana. 

2. I regret to find that the Governor-General’s Agent at Eajpootana has not 
been able to reconcile the Chief of Neemrana to the position of dependence on Ulwiir - 
•which it was decided that his territory occupied. But I cannot avoid remarking 
that the reduction of the principalily to the condition of an ordinary Jagheer was a 
hard measure to require, and scarcely consistent with the former position of the 
Chief, or with the consideration which I suggested should be sho'wn to that position. 
If the circumstances referred to in the representations of this Chief, sho-wing the 
footing on which he was regarded by British authorities, are truly stated, a 
Chief who stood in such relation to those authorities could' not be expected wil- 
lingly to become a mere retainer of the Raj to which he was placed in subordination, 
and from which exclusively he does not appear to have derived his territory, no sun- 
nud or grant of that description being produced in support of such a claim. It 
was hard also to hold the Chief to the alternative of abdication upon his refusal to 
accept such an adjustment of the difficulty ; and I yet hope that you will be able to 
reconcile the State of Ulwur to a more suitable arrangement. 

3. In all cases of this kind, it is necessary, in order to maintain the actual re- 
lations of Chiefs in . Eajpootana, that it should be ascertained on what footing sub- 
ordinate Chiefs have been received and acknowledged by competent British 
authorities otherwise than as mere retainers of the superior Chief. 

I have, &c., 

(Sd.) C. -WOOD. 

(True copy.) 

C. U. AITCHISON, 
TJnder-Secy. to the Govt, of India, 
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No. 140lj ■•.•ATEB EbiNPOOHA; VUE ■‘riiV .' 0 O 4 , 

JFVom Officiating Agent to Govem07'- General Jm- the States oj HojiKtotana, to the Officer 
in charge of the Uliour Agency Office. 

Sib, — ^With reference to tlie letter noted on the margin, transmitted to your 

Office with letter, No. 354, of the 17th of March 

No. 279j dated 10th March, to Apjonfc, .r r i i •• r ± 

Governor-General, Rajpootana, from Itistj rcgtirding tllG lutUTG rGlatlonS DGtWGGn 

Sga Uhvur and Neemrana, I have the honor to acquaint 

you that, under instructions from Her Majesty’s 
Secretary of State for India, under date the 30th of July, a further report has been 
called for by the Supreme Government, pending the submission of which the in- 
structions contained in Colonel Durand’s letter of March last. No. 279, are to be 
considered in abeyance. 

2. The papers in the Neemrana case are voluminous, and some little time 
will be required to master their contents ; bnt the report now required will be pre- 
pared and submitted as quickly as possible. In the meantime, you will instruct 
the Ulwur authorities that, pending the issue of further orders, the case is to be 
looked upon as still under consideration, and no action is to be taken in the matter. 

I have, &c., 

E. K. ELLIOT, 

Offg. Agent, Govr.-Genl., Kajpootana. 

less. 

Dated CAiiCUTTA, the 6th March, 1865. 

From the Chief of Neemrana, to Agent to the Governor- General for the States of Raj- 

pootana- 

My Eriend, — I beg to forward to you herewith my memorial, and requesi 
the favor of your submitting it to His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor- Gene- 
ral of India in Council, and communicating to me the result thereof. 

I remain, &c., 

tm Seal. 

Sovereign Chief of Neemrana 
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To 

His ExoELLfiiTOT Sm OOH^ LaIRD MAIR LAWRENCE, Baet., K. C. 

B., K- S. L, VioEBOYAN.0 Go^bnok-Genebal of India in Council. 

The memoeial of Rajah Ishbee Singh 
Bahadoob, Soveeeign Chief op 
Neeme ANA, 

Showeth, — That your memorialist snhmitted to your Excellency in Council a 
memorial, dated 15tli April, 1 864. Upon your Excellency’s decision, with reference to 
the important points therein contained, depends tlie fate of your unfortunate memorial- 
ist, who, an exile from his home and principality, has been sojourning here for nearly 
five years, to obtain justice from the British Government against the absurd claim of 
the Ulwur Giiief, whose grandsire was a vassal of Jeypore, to regard as his vassal your 
memorialist, the heir of a long line of independent Sovereigns, who, through good or 
ill fortmie, successively filled the guddees of Delhi, Sambher, Ajmere, and Neemrana. 
Although the Government was led to form a wrong conception of the mutual rela- 
tion between Neemrana and Ulwur, the late doings of the Ulwur Durbar could not- 
but. have convinced the British Government of the inhumanity, if not injustice 
(according to existing views), of compelling the innocent, the loyal, the highly-de- 
scended, but poor and patronless Chief of Neemrana, to be enthralled by a reckless 
and capricious youth, who, by his late conduct, has forfeited all claim to at least the 
kindness of the paramount power which now sways the destinies of India, and 
watches and aids her moral regeneration. 

The memorial above mentioned still remains imanswered, although your memo- 
rialist several times prayed that it be attended to. Tour Excellency’s memorialist 
earnestly craves the favor of your passing an order on the memorial, and if no 
conclusion favorable (in your Excellency’s opinion) to your memorialist’s prospects 
can be arrived at, then to inform your memorialist, as requested in the said memo- 
rial, whether your memorialist may be yet permitted to forward, through the 
Government, his memorial to Her Majesty the Queen. 

Tour memorialist begs to inform your Excellency in Council that upon the fiat of 
your Excellency in Council depends the honor and life or death and desolation of 
your memorialist and his family, who are now pinched to the last extremity of 
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misery. They have been deprived of the last resource wherewith to provide the bare 
necessaries of life. Will it redound to the glory of the merciful Britisli Govern- 
ment to starve to death the scion of an ancient dynast^’- of Eajpoot Princes, with a 
family of some five or six females and children, because they refuse to eat the bread 
leavened with dishonor and insult ? It cannot be. Your memorialist prays that 
your Excellency in Council will in mercy bestow your earliest attention to'your 
memorialist’s case. 


Calcutta : 

The Qth March, 1865. 


} 


Seal. 

Sovereign Chief of iSeemrana. 


Dated Neembana, the 1st Mabch, 1865. 

From Mother of the Chief of Neemrana, to Agent to the Govemoi'^ General for the States 

of Rajpooiana. 

Sir, — P ermit me, with the deepest regret, to state that for the last four years 
my son. Rajah Ishree Singh Bahadoor, Sovereign of Neemrana, has in .vain been 
seeking justice from the British Government against the wrongful conduct of the 
Ulwur Durbar. 

As the revenue of the Neemrana State has during this time been in the hands of 
Ulwur ofiicials under the control of Government, my son at Calcutta, and his 
family at Neemrana, have hitherto been depending for the bare necessaries of life 
upon the proceeds of the sale of his personal property. This resource has now been 
completely exhausted, and my son prefers death from starvation to the degradation 
of being an Ulwur Jagheerdar. He writes to me in one of his recent letters that he 
has never been wanting in loyalty to the British Government, and would gladly 
avail himself of any opportunity to demonstrate it. He is therefore at a loss to un- 
derstand why the British Government compels him to become au Ulwur vassal. 

My heart bleeds to hear reports of his privations and sufferings, and I despair 
of being able to continue any longer to support the daughters and niece, wife and 
eiater in-law of the Rajah, who are oast in my care in the ruined and desolate man- 
sion of Neemrana. I appeal. Sir, to your humanity, and beg you will be pleased to 
attend to this woful affair, and take such steps whereby my son, assured of the 
security of his honor, would deem his life worth preserv'ing, and the tender beings 
2 ' 46 - 
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in my clmrge may be saved from starvation. For my own life I eare not tlie 
sooner it ends the better, 

Blay 1 further beg to '<ki 1I yonr kind attention to my soil’s memorial of the 15tli 
April, 1864, which still remains unanswered. My son reminded yon of it by his 
letter of 3rd July, 1864. A word from you on my son’s behalf, representing to the 
Viceitiy the tremendous hardsliip of his case, would prevent the last trace of the 
family of Prithi Raj from being obliterated from the face of the earth. 

I have, &c., 


Seal. 

Mother of Rajah Isliree Singh Baliadoor, 
Sovereign Chief of Neemrana. 


To 

His Excellency Sir JOHN LAIRD MAIR LAWRENCE, Bart., K. C. 

B., K. S. I, Viceroy and GovEBNOR-GiaiERAL op India in Council. 

^The Memo?rial op Rajah Ishree Singh Baha- 
d'oob, 'Sovereign Chief of Neemrana, 

Showeth — That your memorialist submitted to your E.xcellency in Council a 
memorial, dated 15tli April, 1864. Upon your Excellency^’s decision, with reference 
to the important points therein contained, depends the fate of your unfortunate memo- 
rialist, who, an exile from his home and principality, has been sojourning here for 
nearly five y^ears, to obtain justice from the British Government against the absurd 
claim of the IJIwur Cliief, ivliose grandsire was a vassal of Jeypore, to regard as his 
vassal ymur memorialist, the heir of a long line of independent Sovereigns, who, 
through good or ill fortune, “successively filled the guddees of Delhi, Sambher, 
Ajmere, and Neemrana. Altliough the Government was led to form a wrong con- 
ception of the mutual relation between Neemrana and Ulwur, the late doings of 
the Ulwur Durbar could not but have convinced the British Go%’^ernment of the in- 
humanity^, if not injustice (according to existing views), of compelling the innocent, 
tile loyal, the highly-descended, but poor and patronless Chief of Neemrana, to be 
entliralled by a reckless-and capricious y’-outh, who, by his late conduct, has forfeited 
all claim to at least the kindness of the paramoimt power wliich no'w sways the 
destinies of India, and watches and aids her moral regeneration. 
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The luetnorial fihove mentioned still remains nnanHwefeclj although you-' memo- 
rialist several times prayed that it be attended to Yout jEiicellonci o memoriabsieaT”- 
nestly craves the favour of your passing an order on the memonaf 5 >'>rf jf no cor. lasioti 
favorable (in your Excellency’s opinion) to your mennni'nist's oj aspects '■o'jld be 
arrived at, then to inform jmur memorialist, as requested ir> the said memorial, 
whether your memorialist may be yet permitted to forward, through the Govern- 
ment, his memorial to Her Majesty the Queen. 

Your memorialist begs to inform ybur Excellency in Oouncil that, upon the fiat 
of your Excellency in Council depends the honor and life, or death and desolation 
of your memorialist and his family, who are now pinched to the last extremity of 
misery. They have been deprived of the last resource wherewith to provide the bare 
necessaries of life. Will it redound to the glory of the merciful British Government 
to starve to death the scion of an ancient dptasty of Rajpoot Princes, with a family 
of some five or six females and children, because they refuse to eat the bread 
leavened with dishonor and insult? It cannot be. Your memorialist prays that 
your Excellency in Council will in mercy bestow your earliest attention to your me- 
morialist’s case. 

Seal. 

CAIiCTJTTA : \ 

The Qth March, 1865. / 

OFFICE MEMORANDUM,— Ho. 426. 

Fobeign Depaetment. 

Dated Simla, the Idlh May, 1865. 

Read a memorial from the Chief of Neemrana, dated 6th March. 

Ubdebed,— ^That the memorialist be informed that his case was deferred to the 
Agent to the Governor- General for the States of Rajpootana for re-consideration on 
the 12th of September, 1864, and that the result of this fresh enquiry has not yet 
been communicated to Government ; but His Excellency in Council has no doubt 
that the delay which has occurred is owing to the memorialist’s absence from Raj- 
pootana. The proper Course is for the memorialist to go to the Governor-General’s 
Agent, Colonel Eden, and prosecute his case. So long as he does not adopt this step, 
neither His Excellency the Viceroy nor Her Majesty’s Secretary of State can in 
any way aid him. 

.(Sd.) A. COLVIN, 

•Offg. Under-Secy, to the Govt, of -India. 
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No. 427, DATED SiMiiAj i’HE ISth May, 1865. 

Copy of the above correspondence forwarded to tlie Agent to the Grovernor- Ge- 
neral for the States of Eajpootanaj for infbimation. 

A. COLYIN, 

Offg. Under-Seoy. to the Gov't, of India. 

Dated Calcutta, the 1st July, 1865. 

From the Chief of J}^eemrana, to Agent to the Governor- General for the States of 

Rajpootana, 

My Friend, — I have been graciously honored with a communication 
from His Excellency the Viceroy (through the Foreign Office), informing me that 
the case of Keemrana is again before you for re-consideration j also inviting and 
urging me to present myself before you. 

Delighted (I may say revived) as I am by the first intimation, which is the first 
ray of hope that has visited me during my (now several) years of misfortune and 
poverty, — ^poverty self-imposed, —to avoid the far greater evil of dishonor and unme- 
rited degradation, it is impossible for me to accept or follow the accompanying sug- 
gestion. 

It is probable that His Excellency might direct my pecuniary expenses to be 
advanced or defrayed from the revenues of my own principality (which I under- 
stand to be received from Dlwur and held in deposit) ; but the rendering my visit 
to you physically possible would not remove the main difficulty to my undertaking 
the uncertain and hazardous speculation of a visit to a strange country', where I shall 
be without friends, advisers, or ev'en well-wishers, — that is, friends or well-wishers 
who could in any way advance iny fortunes or protect me. I am here at least in 
peace, and have personal liberty. I have here found, among the wise, the learned, and 
the benevolent, — those who have become intimately acquainted with m)' great griev'- 
ance and my treatment during the last fiv'e years, — earnest and unselfish sympathy. I 
can here always rely upon hearing judicious and independent counsel, and I may 
add, my experience and reflections in adversity have taught me to hold as little 
worth the so-called dignity or sovereignty which owes its existence, its immunity 
from insult and invasion, to the result of such contingencies and accidents as those 
which have been my bane. When I have the assurance of Her Majesty’s Viceroy 
that the notion of the Cliief of Neemrana being in any way subordinate to the Chief 
of Ulwur is abandoned, and that the ancient immemorial rights to which I was bom 
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(not one of wliicii bns been given up, forfoitod, or legitimately reHvmiedj •-whatever 
extent of territory mny Imvo been lost to us) be rc<"cgei^ed wnd respectfully 
dealt -with, then, and only then, can I leave iny refuge in the British capital, and 
my humble though dependent home there witli friends. 

In Rajpootana I have no^Y no homo. I am an alien and an outcast ; whilst the 
upstart and false pretensions of my enemy are supported, coldly and with unreason- 
ing severity, by the great and paramount political powef. 

I am most willing to be a feudatory, a Jagheerdar or Malgoozar, of the British 
Government, but never of any inferior power. Such is the final determination of one 
who, depending entirely on the wisdom and liigh sense of justice of His Excellency, 
and on 3 ’-our intimate knowledge of the relations subsisting between the Princes of 
Rajpootana, subscribes himself, with all loyalty and respect, 

Your sincere friend, 


Seal. 

NO 

Sovereign Chief ofNeemrana. 


Dated Calcutta, the IGth August, 1865. 

From the Chief of Neemrana, to Agent to the Governor- General for the States of 

Rajpootana. 

My Fbiend, — May I request' the favor of a reply to my letter of the 1st July 
last, for which I am in anxious expectation. I resign myself to the mercy of God 
and the justice of Her Majesty’s Government. Trusting you have by this time been 
able to unravel the skein of fiction whereby tlie upstart Chief of Ulwur attempts 
to make me (the scion of the most ancient line of Rajpoot Sovereigns) his vassal, 

1 remain, &c., 

47 
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N0= 572j DATED TOi j’TH JdLTj 18C5« 

i'T&iv, the o^dating Under -Secretary to the Gooetniment of India. Foreign Departrttent, 
to the Aqeni to the Governofr-Gcnerai for the States of Eajpooiana. __ 

SiEj—I am directed once more to draw yoxir attention to this Office No. 476, 
dated 12th September; 1864, and to req^uest early compliance with the order therein 
conveyed. 

I have, &c., 

A. COLVIN, 

Offg. Under-Secy, to the Govt, of India. 

No. 772, DATED THE 5tH SEPTEMBER, 1865. 

From the Officiating Under- Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department, 
to Agent to the Governor- General for the States fo Rajpootana. 

Bib, — I am directed once more to draw your attention to this Office No. 476, 
dated 12th September, 1864, and to request early compliance with the order therein 
conveyed. 

I have, &c., 

A. COLVIN, 

Offg. Under-Secy, to the Govt, of India. 

No. 1454-36P., DATED Mottnt Aboo, the 16th September, 1865. 

From Agent to Governor- Genei'dl fm' the States of Rajpootana, to Asststant Seei'Ctary 
to the Government of India, Foreign Department. 

Sm, — Eeferring to your letter marginally cited, and to other previous com- 

« ^ i. j o t munications, urging the reply from this Office on 

No. 772, dated 6tli September, 1865. , f & ij 

tlie Neemrana question, I have the honor to inform 

you that I am in communication with the Rajah of Ulwur, through his Agent in 

attendance on me, and -will report further so soon as may be practicable. 

2. I confess I see hut little prospect of securing the object aimed at by Her 
Majesty’s Secretary of State for India. No. efforts on my part shall be wanting to 
meet tlie desires of Government, though I cannot but lament the revival of a ques- 
tion which had been put to rest by the decision of the Governor-General of India. 

I have, &c., 

W. F. EDEN, 

Agent, Governor- General, Rajpootana. 
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1\0. 92S, DATED FoBT'WiLI.W.i, TST C'TE N'ofEkBEE, iS65= 

J^TOtn Officiating Tjndcn-Scr- i'fory tc iim Goocm’^neni of India. Fovngi.. Department^ to 
Agent lo the Governor- General the btaws of Daj'pootana 

■ Sir, — I am directed to invite yonr attention to this Office letter of the 12th 
September, 1864, No. 476, on tire relative position of IJlwur and Neemrana; and 
to request the submission of the report therein called for as soon as possible. 

I havej &G. 

A. COLYIN, 

Offg. Under-Secy, to the Govt, of India. 

Dated Calcutta, the 23rd Septejibeb, 1865. 

trom the Chief of Neemrana, to His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor- General of 

India. 

' May it please youb Excellency. — Having been graciously honored with 
a communication from your Excellency (through the Foreign Office), dated 19th 
May, 1865, informing me that my case was referred to the Agent to the Governor- 
General for the States of Eajpootana fpr r'e-consideration on the 12th September, 
1864, and urging me to present myself before him, I was delighted by this hopeful 
intimation, and I addressed a letter to the Agent, dated 1st July, 1865, communicat- 
ing to liim my sentiments and ffiial determination with reference to the present phase 
of my case, and requesting of your -Excellency (tlirough the Agent) two boons, in 
order to enable me to carry out your Excellency’s behest and to leave my compelled 
retreat in the Bi’itish capital, viz., 1st, guaranteed protection of my honor ; 2nd, 
sufficient money from the revenues of my own principality (which I understand to be 
received from Uhvur and held in, deposit) to render my visit to tlie Agent physi- 
cally possible, and for the liquidation of my liabilities here incurred for the bare 
necessaries of my life. 

Not having receiyed liitherto any communic ation from the Agent in reply tOj 
my letter, I again addressed him on the l'8th August urging for a reply, but as I am 
still ignorant of your Excellency’s decision on the subject, I am oppressed with 
great anxieiy. I beg to explain to your Excellency that I do now bow (as I haye^ 
ever bowed) with submission to the fiat of the British "Government to the best of 
my power. 1 am ready to repair to any place your Excellency may bid me to go. 
I solicit assurance from your Excellency that my honor will be respected, and the 

defrayment of ray pecuniary expenses. ■ 

. ^ , , I remain, &c., 



C isi ) 

Datki?’ CaIiCOTTA, -TnE 55 xh Kovni-rBrn. 1865. 

From the Chief of Fre/mrana, to Agent to the Governor- General for the States of Eaj- 

pcoia7ia, 

Mt ]F*aTeki),-— I ftddi'ossod you a, letter on the 1st Jnlyj 1865j and another on 
the 18 tl; August; hut iiot having received any reply tliereto, I feared that the sub- 
iecti therein set forth must have been laid before Government for orders -which 
you had not Teeoivedj and cn that account could not write to me ; wherefore I for- 
warded to His Excellency a memorial, dated 23rd September, but being directed by 
a communication from tlie Officiating Under-Secretary to the Government of India, 
dated October, to the effect that tlie memorial was read before the Governor- 
General in Council, and it was ordered that I should communicate myself with you on 
the subject, as no direct representation to Government could be attended to, I beg 
therefore to forward herewith a duplicate of the said memorial, and ret^uest, in the 
event of your not having hitherto received any instructions from Government, to 
submit it to His Excellency ; otherwise to inform me of the decision of Government, 
and tlie result of the re-consideration of my case, referred to in the Government 
letter to my address, dated 19th May, 1865. 

I remain, &c., 

Seal. 


No. 1794-46P., DATED Camp Baeee, the 12th December, 1865. 

Froni Agent to Governor- General for the States of Eajpootana, to Secretary to Govern- 
ment of India, Foreign Department, 

Sir, — In continuation of my letter. No. 1454-36, of the 16th September last, 
I have tlie honor to report that as yet no satisfactory reply has been received from 
the Ulwur Durbar in respect to the Neemrana question. I am univilling that 
there should be any farther delay, and I would therefore 6ffer the folio-wing obser- 
vations on the subject : — 


2. The Right Hon’ble the Secretary of State for India has been pleased to ex- 
• Vide tis Despatch, No. 44, dated press his regret* that the Agent to Governor-General 
80th July, 1864. Eajpootana has failed to reconcile the Chief of 

Neemrana to the position of dependence on Ul-wur, which it was acknowledged and 
settled his territory occupied. But I apprehend that it is no part of His Excel- 
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lency the Yieei-oy^ Inietitioii; x ./ Twl Hojefify’s fcoeretary of State, 

to ret-ive a questioij sr- clooidcdJy, antl^ 2 lelic-vo, ac- j , se? at rest by the Supreme 
Government, but rather tiiyt tiie Gcrcrn.or- General’s /vgeni cbould seek to 
secure some understanding as to the measure of feudal -uibordination to Ulwur 
under which Neentrana must hold ins estate. 

On this point, therefore, I would confine my attention. 

3. There would seem to be nothing extraordinary in the (so to speak) semi- 
independent position held by Necmrana in respect of Uhvmr, even whilst indebted, 
without a shadow of doubt, for its very existence and estates to that power. 

The Ulwur State, by comparison a creation of but yesterday , very naturally,, and 
with nice perception, conceded to a family so ancient as Neemrana, the lineal descen- 
dant of the last Chowhan Elings of Delhi, rank and dignity superior to any ordinary 
Jagheerdar. 

The delicacy of feeling and moderation displayed by Ulwur in connection Avith 
the courtesies Avith which high British functionaries had, for probably the same 
reason, been wont to treat the Neemrana Chief, led, no doubt, the latter to cherish 
hopes of future independence. 

4 Legal right for interference at this present there seems none, save, indeed, in 
consideration that Neemrana Avas conceded by the British Government to Ulwur, 
whereby a moral obligation may perhaps be said to rest upon us to apply our good 
offices on behalf of the Chiefship. 

5. Tlie position wliich the UlAAUir Council of Eegency wished to accord to the 

N. B.-The condition swore subso- Chief of Neemrana Avas communicated to Govern- 

quently approved of by Maha Rao Rajah ment in Octobei’, 1861. The conditions haAm been 
of Ulwur on 7th December, 18G3. . 

thus summarized : — 

1st. — To furnish 20 horsemen ; the fuU number required by Uhvur custom 
being 48. 

2nd. — All customs and transit duties, Avith the exception of certain petty dues, 
to be paid to UlAVur. 

3rd. — Civil and criminal jurisdiction, and all boundary disputes, to be under 
Ulwur. 

Ath. — On stated occasions, Neemrana Zemindars to present nuzzurs to Ulwur 
Elladars and Tehseeldars. 

2 
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5th , — UIwTir to haro a thannnli in 'S'oemrana, 

5ih. — ^Feemrana to furnish supplies to Dlwuro 

Itli . — Feemrana to be received at Ulwur as the highest Cliief, but the peshwai, 
&C.J to be somewhat reduced, as a punishment for his refractory spirit. 

6. To each and all of these conditions Feemrana objects and refuses to submit, 
urging cdiieflj the arguments brought for\v.ard in liis memorial of 1861 ; and as 
it would appear that no conditions will be accepted and observed by both parties 
unless laid down by Government, I would submit the following in modification, 
with a hope that they may tend to reconcile Feemrana to his position without 
touching the suzerainty of Ulwur : — 

» The rovennes of Neemrana arc Isf.— Feemrana, in Heu of furnishing s 

about Ka. 12,000 per annutn. Contingent of liorse, to pay annually the sum of 

Rs. 1,000* to the Ulwur Durbar. 

2nd. — Feemrana being a part of the Ulwur State, customs duty to bo levied 
only on the border of the State on goods passing to or from foreign territory. Fo 
separate customs line to be established between Ulwur and Feemrana. All customs 
to be collected and received by Ulwur. 

3rd. — All civil and criminal jurisdiction over Feemrana subjects within the 
limits of his estates to be vested in the Feemrana Chief, but sentences of capital 
punishment or imprisonment for life to require the confirmation of the Ulwur Durbar, 

4t/i. — That the boundary between Ulwur and Feemrana bo at once settled by 

* This would prevent any misunder- Punchayet, if possible, but if necessary by a British 
standing in the future. officer * 

5ik. — That, on occasions of successions in either the Ulwur State or the Feem- 
rana Chiefship, the latter pay to the former a nuzzurana of one-fourth of the gross 
annual rental of Feemrana. 

3t1i. — That the Zemindars of Feemrana be not required to pay nuzzura to any 
Ulwur officials for land held under Feemrana. 

1th. — Ulwur to have no ihannah within the Feemrana estates, but the latter 
to maintam a Vakeel in attendance on the Ulwur Durbar for the transaction of 
business. 

3th. — Fo supplies or other demands be required from Feemrana by Ulwur. 





9i7i. — Tliat as the 'tJlwur Chief ia unTilUn^ io maintain the customs and cere- 
monies heretofore obuuning in hiis intercourse Tvitn Feeinrana, that tho latter be 
neither compelled ic. pay visits 1o, or r'^ceive visits from, the former^ 

7. It would be, I conceive, useless to suggest any form of meeting as likely to 
satisfy botb parties. Any proposition consisleni witb the position of Ulwui would 
be assuredly distasteful to Necmraiia 1 thoreforo deem it better to leave all points 
of etiquette and ceremony to bo mutually adjusted hereafter, when the present 
ill-feeling has died out. 

8. Lam unable to ascertain how far the conditions will be acceptable to the 
Neemrana Chuif, as he still absents liimself fi’om Kajpootana; nor would I desire 
to address, the TJl'wur Durbar on the subject of those proposals pending an expres- 
sion of tho views of His Excellency in Council. But the terms now suggested seem 
to me as favorable to Fcemr.ana as can be allowed with justice to the Ulwur State, 
and their spirit and intention accord with the obligations generally obtaining 
between subordinate Chiefs and their feudal superiors. 

I have, &c., 

.W. F. EDEF, 

Agent, Grovr.-Grenl, Eajpootana. 


isee. 

No. 118, DATED Fort William, the 8th Febrdart, 1866. 

From Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department, to the Agent to the 
Governor- General for the States of Rajpoota^ia, 

Sir, — I am directed by the Governor-Greneral in Council to acknowledge the 
receipt of your letter No. 1794-46P., dated 12th December last, submitting for 
consideration certain modified proposals for tho settlement of future relations be- 
tween tho Chiefs of Ulwur and Ncemrana, and in reply to inform you that the latter 
Chief, in the course of an interview which I was authorised to hold with him, haa 
expressed his willingness to leave Calcutta and wait on you for an adjustment of the 
dispute, provided the necessary funds to defray tho debts he has contracted here, 
and the expenses of his journey to Bajpootana, may be advanced to him from the 
Deposit Fund in Eajpootana arising out of the undrawn revenues of his State. ; 
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2. I attt tlfovcfore aesitod ’ey ifip *3'Of'’ciJ)oi-G*G)iC']*&l Goi'ttcii .c request that) 

if practicable, you 'lYilUui'O ii-easuui. foi trausmitlirr Es. 12 OCO to this Office 
from that I'l-rd fev tl.-e purpose indicated Li Rs- 32,000 be more than is avaUablo, 
the Chief yv'i! piobaDiy be oontci'T. vc'itb Bs, 10,000. 

» I have, &c., 

T7. hlUIR, 

Secy, to Govt, of India. 


Ro. 313. 

Extkaot from ilie Proceedings of the Government of India, Foreign Department 
(Political). — Dated 2Ath March, 1866. 


(COPIES.) 

Dated Calcutta, the 17th BIahch, 1866. 

From the Chief of Neemrana, to Under- Secretary to Government of India, Foreign 

Department. 

My Fkiend, — I hear it has been published in the newspapers that His E.v- 
cellency the Viceroy intends leaving this Metropolis for Simla on the 9th April 
next. This information has thrown me into great anxiety, inasmuch as I have been 
living here for the last five years under the severest hardship and privation, an exile 
from home and my principality, for the purpose of obtaining justice from the British 
Government; and just at the time when a r.ay of hope has burst upon me, and His 
Excellency has had his attention directed to the merits of my case, his temporary 
absence from the seat of Government would, I fear, postpone his decision to some 
further period. Under this circumstance, may I request that, in the event of there 
being no possibility of His Excellency’s passing any order on my case before his 
departure, I may be permitted to accompany His Excellency, — my expenses, to the 
amount I have already represented to you, being defrayed from Bie Government 
Treasury, where the money maybe paid back from the collections of my principality 
now held in deposit under Government authority. My reasons for making tliis 
request are — Isi, that I may have an opportunity of personally reminding His Ex- 
cellency of my case, which, in the transaction of the momentous affairs of State, 
may be forgotten ; and, 2ndly, as 1 shall have to go to the Agent, I feel it an honor 
to go there following the suit of His Excellency. 


I avail uf tliis opporiualty to cemind you of my earnest request to be 

allowed to ))ay m} respects to His Excellency, as during tlio last five years that I 
have remained liero 1 lia.ve not iiad uie honor of beuig introduced to the present 
Viceroy or bis predecessors, and if I slip the present opportunity it may not soon and 
easily occur again. The honor which was bestowed on my father Rajah Bejoe 
Singh, and the etiquette which was Idndly observed on the occasion of hisinter\ h.'V 
with Lord Ellenborough, arc most probably recorded in the Foreign Office ; bar 1 
now only solicit a private interview. 

I have to make a further request that you would bo pleased to appoint a time to 
see me, when I intend to state to you certain matters personally. 

I remain, &c., 

(Sd.) 

NO 


OFFICE MEMORANDUM,~No. 312. 

Foreign Department (Political). 

Dated Fort William, the 2Uli March, 1866. 

Read a letter from the Rajah of Reemrana, dated the 17th instant. 

Ordered that the Rajah be informed in reply that the Government of India 
cannot accede to any of bis requests. No money can bo advanced to him, and the 
Governor- General can neither grant Ifirn an interview nor allow him to accompany 
His Excellency to Simla. The Rajah is mainly himself to blame that liis case is 
not yet settled. His place is with the Agent to the Governor- General, and not with 
the Government of Lidia. 

(Sd.) J. W. S. WYLLIE, 
Under-Secy, to Govt, of India. 

Order. — Ordered that a copy of the above correspondence be sent to the 
Agent to the Governor-General for the States of Rajpootana, in continuation of the 
letter to his address, No. 118, dated 8th ultimo, and with a request for an early 
reply to that letter. 

(True extract.) 

W. MUIR, 

for Under-Secy, to Govt, of India. 
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7. On flic J 2th of Decein?)or nfifcr a careful ponisal of all formei corres - 
ponclcnce, corhiin modificcl conditions were submitted to Government under cover 
of my letter No. 171,1 1, of the 12th idem ; hut as the Neomrana Chief was in Calcutta, 

I was unable to ascertain how far tliey might bo figrceabtc to him. As His Exccl- 
lenej’- the Yiccroy has refrained from making any comments on these altered terms, 
I presume that their tenor is genera Hy aj»pro',ed of; and the point, therefore, now 
remains to induce both Ulwur and Ni-einrana to accept them. 

8. AYithout wishing to fetter 3 ’'our judgment, I would recommend a close ad- 
herence to these conditions. It would be well, f?nprh/u/s, to offer no hopes of any 
change whatever being allowed by our Government ; for if either party comes to 
believe that to ^vithhold assent will ensure more favorable terms, you will doubtless 
experience much trouble, as each will raise his demands proportionately. Firmness 
at fir.<t may induce a disclosure of the terms c.acli is prepared to accept, when per- 
haps a few judicious modifications in the conditions proposed may lead to the satis- 
factor}' solution of this troiddcsorne question. It would bo impolitic, in my opinion, 
to let them understand too soon that ^mu are vested with any discretionaiy power. 

9. The Ulwur Durbar will assuredly’’ lay great stress on the obligations of 
Necmrana to pay his respects as an ordinar}' Jagheerdar. This, however, is the one 
jioint to which Necmrana will never agree; nor is tin’s to be wondered at, when the 
ancient lineage of this Chief, coupled with tlie dignity and honor he has received, 
not only from Ulwur, but, unhappil}-, from our own officers, are taken into consi- 
deration, 

10. I shall look to you for a more perfect adjustment of this question, and to 
this end I would invite your earnest co-operation. 

11. The return of the original correspondence now forwarded is requested, when 
submitting the result of your proceedings. 

I have, &c., 

(Sd.) Y^F. EDEN, 

Agent, Govr.-Genh, Rajpootana. 

No. 37G, BATED Srar^, the 23rd April, 1866. 

From Vnder-Sccretary to the Government of India, to Agent to Governor- General for 

the Slates of Fajpootana. 

Sin^_’^ith reference to the correspondence noted in the margin, I am di- 
From Agent, Govornor-Goncrat, No. ^ccted to inform you tlmt. Oil tile receipt of your tele- 
i794, dated I2tli December, 1806. ' gram to the Assistant Secretary, Foreign Depart- 

118, dated 8tU February, 186C. meut, advising the remittance of Rs. 12,000 for the 



( 192 ") 

Eajali of Neemrana, orders ’.vero issued to advance that amount to the Eaj'ah, upon 
the express condition tliathe would leave Oalcutia immediately, and proceed without 
unnecessary delay to join the Political Authorities in Eajpoolana, at whatever place 
you might indicate. 

2. From the accompanjdng copy of a memorandum * from the Eajah, you will 
observe that he was prepared to leave for Jeypore within 
Dated l4tb April, 1866. after the receipt of the money, and to travel 

with all needful despatch. 

His application for a Rahdaree Perwannah. has been complied with. 

I have, &c., 

J. W. S. WYLLIE, 
Under-Secy, to Govt, of India. 


No. 601-50, DATED Mount Aboo, the 2nd Mat, 1866. 

Forwakded in original (to be returned) to Politieal Agent, Jeypore, in connec- 
tion with previous correspondence. 


J. BLAIE, 

Asst. Agent, Govr.-Genl. 


(COPIES.) 

Dated Calcutta, the 14th April, 1866. 

From the Chief of Neemrana, to Assistant Secretary to the Government of India, 

Foreign Department. 

The Eajah of Neemrana, in answer to the memorandum from the Foreign 
Office, No. 2, of the 13th instant, with all loyalty and respect, states he cannot refuse 
to eomply with His Excellency’s offer and wish, dictated, as that offer evidently is, 
by an earnest desire to substitute peace and content for suffering and shame. His 
Excellency must he the best judge who is a fitting intercessor or umpire to arrange 
(rather to remedy) the unfortunate breach of amity between the States of Ulwur 
and Neemrana. The Neemrana Chief is prepared to make every sacrifice save 
only Ins honor and the independence of his ancient principality. , The Eajah can 
start from Calcutta forthwith (say witliin seven days of receipt of the Es. 12,000), 
and proceed with no needless delay to Jeypore, which he supposes he may reach 
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easily within 20 days. The Eajah requests iliat a JRadJiaree Perwannah may he 
granted to him for fifty armed men from Ncemrana, who would join him at AgrUj 
and thence accompany him to deypore. 

(Sd.) 

(True copy.) 

J. W. S. WYLLIE, 

Under-Secy, to Govt, of India. 

Uo. 970-80, DATED Mount Aboo, the 25th July, 1866. 

Frrnn Agent to Governor- Genei'al for the States of Rajpootana^ to Political Agent, 

Jeypore. 

Sir, — I should be glad to learn the result of your interview with the Malta 
Eao Eajah of Uhvur, as well as the Neeinrana Chief himself, in regard to the Neem- 
rana ease, Avhieh I forwarded to you under cover of my letter No. 494-41, of the 
9th of April last. 

I have, &c., 

(Sd.) W. F. EDEN, 

Agent, Govr.-Genl., Rajpootana. 

No. 121.-71G, DATED Jeypore, the 20th August, 1866. 

From Political Agent, Jeypore, to Agent to Governor- General for the States of 

Rajpootana. 

Sir, — I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 970, 
dated 25th ultimo, calling for a report on the result of my interview t\dth the Eao 
Eajah of Ulwur regarding the Neemrana question. 

2. Receiving a letter from the Eao Eajah, presented by his Vakeel in attend- > 
ance upon this Agency, intimating his intention of reacliing Mohunpoora (20 miles 
from tliis) on the 29th May, I started on the morning of that date, and met His 
Highness, as we had previously arranged, without the irsual ceremonies on such 
occasions (peshwaee, &e., &c.). His Highness gave me a warm and cordial recep-^ 
tion. After conversing together in a friendly manner for a short time, I took a 
favorable opportunity of introducing the subject of the Neemrana dispute. 

I first of all explained to him the general features of the case, as shown in the 
accompanying memorandum drawn up from the correspondence forwarded to this 
Office with your letter of instructions No. 494-41A., of 9th April last. 

6 50 
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* Froti. Governor-General, to 

SectrHr- >0 jovernmont, Foreign 
Departtcei ij. No 1794, dated 12th De- 
cember, li^es. 


I next explained to bim that, although the quest! on iiad been decided by Govern- 
Foreign Office deepatoh. No, 279, i«ont, as recorded in the letter marginally noted, 
dated 10 th March, 1864. fjej. Majesty’s Secretary of State for India con- 

sidered tbe "erms to be hard; that the Government of India had accordingly direct- 
e'l ci. ft these slioold be still further modified ; that the Agent to Governor- Gene- 
ral roi Raipootana had, in accordance with the above instructions, submitted for the 

sanction of Government certain terms for appro- 
val ; that these modified terms had been 
drawn up after a careful consideration of the whole 
question ; and that the Neemrana Chief had been 
directed to wait upon me with the object of endeavouring to come to some terms. 
I then read over the nine Articles to the Rao Rajah. He listened to me attentively, 
and exjiressed his approval of tliem, remarking, at the same time, “ I have as 
yet made no objections to any propositions which have been suggested to me by 
“ the Government of India, and I am willing still fiirther to modify these if the ques- 
“ tion can be settled. It is the Neemrana Chief who is always complaining, and 
“ who will not obey any orders given to him.” 

I then asked him how far he would feel inclined to modify the terms pro- 
posed by you, and after discussing each question separately, I made notes on 
them (see enclosures to hhurecta of 30th May), which I explained to tlie Rao 
Rajah, and he gave me to understand tliat they had his assent ; but he said, 
“I would prefer your writing to me on the subject, when I will go into the 
question and give you a reply.” I promised I would write, and, having my suspi- 
cions that he might hereafter recede from the fair promises he now made, I remark- 
ed that ‘‘ I hoped his answer would be in accordance with the opinions he now 
held.” His reply was — “ You may be sure that there will be no opposition on my 
part.” 


On my return to Jeypore I at once addressed the himreeta to His Highness 
dated 30th May, with its enclosure A., adding the further modifications which, 
with reference to paragraph 8 of your letter of instructions No. 494A., dated 9th 
April last, I considered would facilitate the solution of the question, and which, as 
I have already stated, were explained to the Rajah at the interview at Mohunpoora. 
Hnfortimately, a clerical error in the wording of the Tclmreeta was taken advantage 
of by the Maha Rao Rajah, as will be seen by his reply, dated 30th June. My reply 
and explanation will he found in my himreeta dated 19th July. 

Here the question rests, as I have not yet received an answer from the Maha 
Rao Rajah. 
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Witli regard to Hie KeftinrjfTii! Ctief, lie arrived here within a few days of the 
promised date given m rio<^ernment later, Foreign Department, No. 376, dated 23rd 
April, 1866, to your address. As liis first visit was one of ceremony, it would not liave 
been considered etiquette to refer to the subject of his grievances, so I waited until 
he called again, when I explained your instructions and translated to him the modified 
conditions which you had proposed The Neemrana Chief then informed me that 
a copy had been already furnished to nim by the Foreign Secretary in Calcutta, 
and tliat he had at once replied to it, setting forth his objections to the =civ'ral 
points, — all of which, he said were innovations on the customs hitherto observed in 
the relations between the Uhvur State and Neemrana. 


As a copy of this document did not accompany the papers from your Office, I 
asked him to furnish me with one, which he did, marked B., and enclosed. I urged 
him to re-eonsider the matter, to which he replied : “ This subject has continually 
“ been brought up for the last five years. I have given it my utmost attention ; it has 
“ been the worry of my life. I cannot yield to conditions which are contrary to all 
“justice, and opposed to the usages and practices of the ancient house of Neemrana. 
“ Eather than yield to these, I will give up the ease altogether, and trust to the jus- 
“ tice and generosity of the British Groveniment to make such provision for me as it 
“ may consider right.” 

Since my interview with the Kao Eajah at Mohunpoora, I have seen the Neem- 
rana Chief on various occasions, and endeavoured by persuasion and argument to 
induce him to alter his mind, but with no success. He is apparently a man of strong 
feelings, and has suffered much during his five years’ exile ; and I do not think he 
will ever give way in this matter. 


I have not yet mentioned to him the modifications I proposed to the Eao Rajah 
of UIwur, but even to these I am convinced he would not yield. There appears, 
therefore, no chance of a reconciliation being effected. 

Should I, however, receive any favorable reply to my last khureeia to the 
Maha Eao Eajah, I will again see what can be done. Waiting your further instruc- 
tions, 

I have, &c., 

(Sd.) W. H. BEYNON, 

Political Agent, Jeypore. 

(True copies.) 

W. H. BEYNON, 
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Enclosure to Letter Ko. 123-71G.. dateu 20th August, 1866. 
Traitslation of khureetas passed hettoeen the .Political Agent of Jeypore and the 
Rajah of Uliour, in connexion with the Ulwur and Meemrana case. 

Dated 30th May, 1866. 

. From Political Agent., to Rajah of ULwiir. 

After compliments. — With reference' to our recent meeting at Mohunpoora on 
the 29th instant, and the conversation wo liad there on the question at issue between 
yourself and the Neemrana Chief, when I explained to you the views of the Agent, 
Governor- General, as well as my own, on the equity and eligibleness of the terms 
which you had proposed to the British Government for bringing about a reconcilia- 
tion, I now, as you then requested, submit a written statement of those terms for 
your final consideration, and shall look for your favorable reply at an early date. 

You may rest assured that a reconciliation on such terms can never hurt j'our 
dignity, but, on the contrary, will redound to your credit. 

On receiving your reply, I will communicate the same to the Chief of Neem- 
rana. If he agrees to accept your terms, well and good. 


Dated 30th June, 1866. 

From Rajah of Uliour, to Political Agent. 

After compliments. — Your Jchureeta of the 30th ultimo received (repeat con- 
tents). I am entirely at a loss to conceive by whom the conditions tc which your 
hhureeta refers have been drawn up and submitted. They have neither emanated 
from me nor received my concurrence in any wa 3 L The only terms on which I 
have intimated to Government my willingness to meet the Neemrana Chief are the 
following : — 

IsA — That he furnish the customary contingent Horse to Ulwur ; but, instead of 
the number of Horse claimable, vis., 48, 20 only will- be asked. 

2nd. — All Customs and Transit dues collected in Heemranato be paid to Ulwur. 
Neemrana to receive only the Dhool Ooraie. 

Brd. — Civil and Criminal administration of Neemrana to be under the Durbar, 
as well as the settlement of all boundary disputes and matters relating to the general 
peace, &c. 
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Zemmdace of Ncooiiana to prosenl die usiial nuzzim to tuo Kai ofRciala 

on festivals, &c- 

— Ulwur to liave a thannah at Neemrana. 

Qth The manner of receiving ‘^'Neemrana” -when visiting Ulwur to be the same 

as that shewn to the highest Jagheerdars and iSirdars of the State, but to receive no 
peshvaee, as a punishment for his contumacy and obstinacy in the present case. 

7^^.— Neemrana to furnisli the customary rnssiid, &c., to Ulwur. 

You are aware that the point at issue in this matter is Neemrana’s groundless 
assertion of independence from Ulwur — a point which yon know has already been 
determined by the Supremo Government in 1860. 

In a letter received from the Governor-General’s Agent by the Political Agent 
in December, 1860, the decision arrived at was that Il^eemrana was a dependency of 
Ulwur, and that he should show his allegiance in the same manner as other Jagheer- 
dars and Sirdars of the Ihij ; that he was to consider the decision final. He was 
counselled to cease from further complaint, which, it was pointed out to him, would 
not only complicate matters the more for him, but incur the certain displeasure of 
the Supreme Government. 

He refused to follow this nding, and continued to address his complaint to Gov- 
ernment, when he was informed through the Agent to the Governor- General that, as 
his case had already been disposed of, Government declined to re-open it. 

The Heemrana Chief refusing even then to accept the position assigned to him, 
the Agent to the Governor-General addressed the Governor-General in Council, com- 
menting on the obduracy and unreasonableness of his conduct, representing that 
he considered the terms offered to him by the Council of Regency in July, 1861, 
as fair and as reasonable as could be expected, and recommending that he be re- 
quired either to accej)t those terms, or the alternative of abdication in favor of his 
brother Bheem Singh. 

He was to choose eitlier of the above conditions, and return to his home in 
Ulwur. 

A letter subsequently received from Government, No. 279, dated lOth March, 
1864, approved of all the arrangements thht had been made for settling the diflfi- 
culfy, and stated that there was now nothing, more to be done but to leave him 
■ in the hands of his ruler. 


51 - 



( 198 ) 

It will be seen, liiorcforc, tliar this jr-nttc- 1io£ no loss than three times been 
brought before and disposed of by the Goi'ernmcin of India ; and that, though the 
period of twelve months allowed him by liui Council of Regency either to accept 
or reject its terms of July, 1861, had expired, he still declines to shew fealty, or to 
listen to the counsels of the Supreme Government. It is well known that Neem- 
vana, with other villages, was ceded to Ulwur in 1803 and 1806, by sun7ntd from 
Lord Lake. 

This is a case which received your personal investigation, and you know that 
the decision of the Government of India was that the Jaglieordar of Ncemrana, 
like otlier Jagheerdars, was to shew allegiance to Ulwur, and to yield entirely to 
the authority of the Raj. 

The letter since received from the Secretary of State at London, asking a re- 
consideration and, if possible, a modification of the terms, I consider was intended 
more with a view to a ro-consideration of those conditions by the Council of 
Regency and the Political Agent then at the Ulwur Court. 

The conditions referred to in your Ichureeta under reply I consider concedes 
to Neemrana a position nothing short of independence, which I never contemplated ; 
and I would again ask you to institute enquiries as to the source and the circum- 
stances connected with their proposal. The terms above detailed are those which 
have been submitted by me and approved by Government ' However, if jmu will 
submit any reasonable modification, I shall endeavour to meet the same, as far as I 
can do so in justice to my own interests and position. 

Dated 19th July, 1866. 

From Political Agent^ to Fajah of Ulwur. 

After comjfiiments. — 1 have received your hhureeta of the SOtli ultimo (repeat 
contents) in reply to mine of the 30th May, Avith regard to tlie Ncemi'ana case, 
pointing out that the terms of settlement referred to in my khmeta above noticed 
had not been proposed by you, and submitting a copy of the terms Avhich had been 
forwarded by you and approved by Government, as also a revieAV of tlie whole case. 

The discrepancy in my hhureeta, with regard to the origin of the proposed 
terms alluded to, and to which j'-ou have drawn attention, was the result of a cleri- 
cal error, and you could not but have knoAvn this from the conversation w'C had at 
Mohunpoora, when I entered into all the details of tlie case, explaining Iioav and 
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with whom thb cOAditifii'i oi'igmated; rmd -t, v^-s year O'sjv'h req^uesi th^l I for- 
warded them VJ”-.'' iiiy khityvetc ic’ four apjmoval, &o. 

Your taking advan^ige, tlierem”.'., of Jo? orlhble surprises me muck It '-^oaid 
have appeared better had you, <\ I’ en you Hi SCO -^efea the dincrepaucy^ returned the 
Jehtreeta to me for correction 

That you should consent to meet Tturopoau officers for the purpose of assisting 
you in the settlement of your differences, and afterv^ards repudiate the promises you 
make them face to face, is most singular, and, foi one in yo!>r high oositioii, lar 
from creditable. 

Besides the conversation we had together, you must have fully understood the 
matter from the khureeta which the Agent to the Governor-General sent to you on 
the 9 th April last, which fully explained everything. 

The circumstances which led to my submitting the terms for your consideration 
are the following ; — 

The Agent to the Governor-General for Eajpootana, after a mature consideration 
of the whole matter, submitted a full report of the case to Government, suggesting 
certain modified terms for approval, with a view to the settlement of the difference 
under notice. The terras suggested by the Agent to the Governor- General are those 
which accompanied my khureeta of the 30th May. 

On the 18th February, 1866, a reply was received from the Government of In- 
dia, and the Neemrana Chief left Calcutta, and is now here, for the purpose of effect- 
ing a settlement of the case. You will perceive, therefore, that the conditions origi- 
nated with the Agent to the Governor-General, the proposed amendments which ac- 
companied them being mine, which I had brought forward with a view of effecting 
as fair and'reasonable a settlement as possible. 

The nine conditions above noted suggested by the Agent to the Governor-Gene- 
ral are just, and it is my wish, as well as the Agent to the Governor-General’s, that 
these, at least, should be agreed to. 

A copy of the above terms and amendments was therefore sent to you at your 
request, when you led me to believe that you would approve of the same. I now ask 
you to fulfil those promises and favor me with your early reply, with a view to the 
settlement and disposal of the case without further delay. 
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t£Al 

Enclosure to letter No. 121-710,, dated JOth August, 1866. 

TR/iSSLknio^ of the modified tcj'm? and reina7'ks hy Political Agent which accompanied 
the Political Agent's klmrecta of the 30lh Mag, 1866, to the address of the Ulwur 
Chief, in the Ulmtr and Pecmrana case. 


As proposed hg Agent, Govc7'nor-Ge7ie}'aL 

1. Neemrana, in lieu of furnishing 
the usual contingent Horse, to ])ay to the 
Ulwur Durbar the sum of Es, 1,000 
annually. 

2. Neemrana being a clepenclcncy 
and part of Ulwur, all Customs and other 
duties to be levied only on the border of 
the State on traffic passing to or from 
foreign territory. 

No other Customs line to bo estab- 
lished between Ulwur and Ncemrana ; all 
Customs to be collected and received by 
Ulwur. 

3. Civil and Criminal jurisdiction 
over Neemrana subjects within the limits 
of his estate to bo vested in the Ncem- 
rana Cliicf, but the more important 
cases, involving capital punishment and 
imprisonment for life, to require the con- 
firmation of the Ulwur Durbar. 

4. Tlie boundary between Ulwur 
and Neemrana to be settled at once by 
Punchayet, if possible, but if necessary, 
by an officer deputed by the British 
Government. 

5. On occasion of succession in 
either the Uhvur or Neemrana Chiefships, 
the latter pay to the former a nuzzurana 
of quarter of the gross annual rental 
of his estate. 


Proposed amendments and remarks hg 
Political Agent. 

In consideration of the revenues of 
Neemrana, tlie Chief to bo required to 
pay only Es. 500 a 3 'ear in lieu of the 
contingent Horse. 

Fair and reasonable. 


Fair and reasonable. 


Fair and according to established cus- 
tom in Eajpootana. 


To be waived, in consideration of its 
being new, and not having liitberto been 
demanded. 
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6. Thai, '.he Zemind'ifs of Heem- 

rana be not jer^'n'>-ed to pay to 

any Ulivur officials for land held under 
Neemrana. 

7. Ulwur to have no thannali at 
Neemrana, but the latter to maintain a 
Vakeel in attendance on the Ulwur Dur- 
bar for the transaction of business. 

8. Russud and other supplies not to 
be required from Neemrana by Ulwur. 

9. Thatj as the Ulunir Chief is un- 
willing to observe the customs and cere- 
monies heretofore maintained in his in- 
tercourse with Neemrana, the latter be 
neither compelled to pay visits to, or 
receive visits from, the former. 


Fair and reasonable. 


Fair and reasonable. 


Fair and reasonable. 

The customs heretofore obtaining in 
matters of intercourse to be maintained 
still. The visits however, of Neemrana to 
Ulwur to be optional. 


B. 

Enclosuee to lettee No. 121-71G., dated 20th August, 1866. 
Tbanslation of the Neemraiia Chiefs objections and replies to the terms proposed by the 

Agent, Governor General, for Rajpootana, and furnished to the Secretaiy to the Gov~ 

ernment of India, Foreign Department. 

Condition No. 1. — That Ulwur has no legitimate claim on Neemrana for con- 
tingent Horse ; there is no authority for it shewn, and cannot, therefore, consent to 
the payment of any money .consideration in lieu of such. 

Condition No. 2. — Tliat neither Ulwur nor Neemrana be entitled to levy dues 
on traffic from foreign territory passing though Neemrana ; but that Neemrana have 
the -sole right to collect and receive all dues on traffic confined to Neemrana 
internally. 

With regard to that part of the' condition defining Neemrana as a part of Ulwur, 
refers to his reply in November, 1861, where his views on this point are fully given. 

Condition No. 3. — Objects to the portion requiring his reference to Ulwur in 
cases of magnitude. That such a practice is without precedent, and, if introduced, 
would but lead to endless disputes and contentions. That heretofore such references 
were only required to be made to the Supreme Government 

.'>2 
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Condition ITo. '4.— Agi’ood. 

Condition No. 5. — Entirely new. That such a custom has never been and can 
never be observed by Neemraus, It is most arbitrary, imd can never receive his 
conseni 

Condition No. 6. — ^Agreed. 

Condition No, 7. — Hie authoriiy for the attendance of a Vakeel on Ulwurisno- 
wsere shewn, and is without any precedent. This was one of the conditions required 
by the terms proposed by the Ulwur Coimcil of Hegency in July, 1861, his 
reply to which will be found in his letter to Captain Hamilton, the then Political 
Agent at Ulwur, dated 3rd August, 1863. 

The demand is unautliorised, and calculated to occasion all sorts of disputes. 
That the place for his Vakeel is with the Governor-General’s Agent. 

Condition No. 8. — Agreed. 

Condition No. 9. — That he is willing to observe the same ceremonies to- 
wards Uhvur in matters of intercourse as tlie Ulwur Chief may show towards him, 
and leaves the settlement of this point to the judgment and disposal of the Bri- 
tish Government. 

(COPIES.) 

No. 1169-97, DATED Mount Aboo, the 6th September, 1866. 

From Agent to Governor- General for the States of Rajpootana, to Political Agent, 

Jeypore. 

Sir, — Eeferring to your despatch No. 121, of the 20tli ultimo, on Neem- 
• No. H68-26 P,, datod rana affairs, I have the honor to enclose for your information 
eth September, 1866. ^ which I have tliis day addressed to the 

Supreme Government on the subject. 

2. It seems unnecessary to say more at this present. You may direct the 
Neemrana Chief to await my arrival at Jeypore. 

3. I shall also be obliged by your forwarding immediately on receipt of this 
letter, the whole of the English papers in this case, which I have already sent 
you, to the Superintendent of the Government Press at Allahabad, and ask him to 
print six copies of the correspondence in a pamphlet form with as little delay as 
possible. 
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Will you kindly inlimaie to him that I shall esteem ii a favor if lie will cause 
the job to be completed before rb-' 15th proximo, 

' A copy of your lerfer under acknowledgement, and of my covering despatch to 
Government, should accompany. The correspondence is so voluminous that it 
will be very convenient to have it in a printed form. 

I have, &G,, 

W. F. EDEN, 

Agent, Govr.-Genl., Kajpootana. 


P. S. — A copy of the translation of the Ulwur Chief’s hhureeta, dated 11th 
August, on the above subject, is herewith forwarded, for information. 

(Sd.) A. W. EGBERTS, 

Asst Agent, Govr.-Genl. 

No. 1168-26P., DATED THE 6TH SEPTEMBER, 1866. 

From the Agent to Governor- General foi' the States of Bajpootana, to Secretary to 
Government of India, Foreign Department. 

Sir, — F or the information of Government, I have the honor to enclose the eorres- 
„ , ^ , pondenco, as marginally cited, on the subject of the 

From Agent, Govotnor-Qencral, 

Eajpootann, to Political Agent, Joy- i^eemrana case, I cannot but regret tlie want of 
Pomini‘'AgeSl‘j^yporo, to caudour shewn by the Maha Eao Rajah of Ulwur 

Agent, Govornor-Geiiorni, No. 121-71, in this piatte'r. There can be no doubt that His 
dated 20th August, with encloeuros. 

Translation of a hhureeta from the HighnesSj on the occasion of his meeting with Cap- 
SrallSted Angns\^186T'’''’^‘'' Beynon on the 29tb of May last, not only ex- 
pressed Ins consent to the modified conditions laid 
down in this Office despatch No. 1794, of the 12th of December, but voluntarily 
proposed further concessions. It is to be regretted that Captain Beynon did not 
continue another day with the Maha Rao Rajah, until he had received his written 
assent, though it could scarcely be foreseen that His Highness would so suddenly 
entirely change his views, and repudiate the purport of his previous conversation. 

2. The cause of this revulsion of feeling is apparent enough. On the 29th of 
May the Ulpmr Chief was laboring under a great fear of Luckdeer Singh, and 
-doubtless hoped to secure the moral and material aid of our Government, if neces- 
sary, by a semblance of compliance in the Neemrana case. On the 30th of June, 
when his apprehensions had passed away, a wholly different tone was adopted. 
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3. - It is veiy clear that it would be useless t^. ivicirnct Oaptain Boynon to take 
further action in the matter. I propose visitiiig Ubvar during my approaching 
tour, when I will endeavour to induce a settlement of this troublesome question. I 
almost despair of success, not from the opposition of ilie Ulwur Durbar, but owing 
in a large measure to the demands of Heemrana, ilo, in fact, seems determined 
to accept no terms which do not render him entirely independent of Ulwui — a » 
question which cannot, for obvious reasons, be admitted. 

4. I would ask for instructions in the event of his continuing to maintain these 
demands. It appears that, under such circumstances, there is but one course left 
open to us, viz., to obtain as liberal terms as practicable for tlie Chiefship, to place 
those terms before Ishreo Singh of Neemrana, and should he still refuse to accept 
them, to allow him to abdicate in fevor of his brother Bheora Singh. 

I have, &c., 

(Sd.) W. F. EDEN, 

Agent, GoAT.-Genl., Eajpootana. 


Tbanslation of a khurccta from the Maha JRao Rajah of Ultvnr, to the Agent to 
Governor- Genen'ol for the States of Rajpootana, dated 11th August, 1866. 

After usual compliments. — You are well aware, from my previous communi- 
cations, of the present temper of the Political Agent of Jeyijore towards me ; and on 
this account he wu'ites in such a curious and singular manner in regard to the Neem- 
rana case, as causes me nothing but regret and disappointment. 

At our meeting at Mohunpoora, the Political Agent informed me verbally that 
the settlement of the question rested on certain points, which, if I agreed to, would 
tm'minate the matter. 

I asked him in reply to embody the points he referred to in a hhureeta, when, 
after due consideration, I would give an answer. 

Captain Beynon accordingly addressed me in a hhureeta detailing the points, 
■adding, “ These terms are those submitted by the Ulwur Durbar ; kindly intimate 
“your consent thereto in a hhureeta.'" 

I replied that these terms were never submitted by this Durbar, and that the 
' conditions drawn out by the Ulwur Kegeney Council had already been presented and 
had been approved by the Agent to the Governor- General and by Government, and 
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that any further conc^'^bious slioulcl bo in modifioation. not in supersession, of those 
conditions, in accordance ndih the purport of the last orders of Government. 

/in repi} ( > this il.e Political Agent writes, in an angry tone, that the sentence, 
“ These terms are rliO'O submitted by your Durbar,” was a clerical error, and 
that I should not talie advuutagc of it, bni intimato my coiicuiTcnce. 

I ask you to consid'-r t] ni fhi'i case is of 12 or 33 3 mars’ standing, and has been 
decided bj’ Government. I p’irpi>rt <>f the recent orders received in the matter is 
that the former conditions slnidd bo modified, — not (hat tliey should be entirely 
superseded, — and new terms drawn onl, and my consent obtained, willingly or un- 
willingly. 

As 3 *oit are just, and my friend, I now write to ask 5^11 to bo kind enough to 
make some modifications in the terms which Avere submitted by mo and approved 
of by Government, the following points being borne in mind : (Isi) that as the 
number of sowars to be furnished by the Jagheerilar of Noemrana has been reduced 
from 42 to 20, further reduction is not possible ; (2nd) that a Raj thannah remain in 
Noemrana, as was generally the case formorlj-, this being the only sign of the 
Boveroignt}’- of this Durbar. By removing the thannah, the Jaghcerdar Avould be 
considered independent. Moreover, that all Criminal and Civil jurisdiction rest 
Avith the Durbar, as of old. And, lastly”, AAdionoA’'er the Jagheordar comes himself to 
my Durbar, that he be obliged to present a nuzznr and nisar, like other Sirdars. 

/ In this ho should not fail. 

On thesQ points no concession should be made. Regarding the remaining /con- 
ditions, you may arrange as j'ou think proper. 

(Translated.) , 

(Sd.) A. W. ROBERTS, 

Asst. Agent, Gov/-Genl. 
(True copies.) / 

W. H. BEYNON, / 

Political Agent, Jeypore. J 

I 
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